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A DEFENSE of a late Pamphlet, entitled, 
A Preſervative, &c. 


AM ſorry I ſhou'd have Occaſion to trouble the World 
with any Vindication of my ſelf, or any thing that I 
faid in a late Pamphlet, entitled, A Preſervative, &c. 
I am very ſenſible that none can be much the wiſer 
for any thing Mr. Hallet hath ſaid; and I cou'd propoſe to 
do but very little Service, ſhou'd I take the Method that he 
hath, or ſtrictly confine my ſelf to conſider what he offers 
in Anſwer to what he calls (in his complaiſant Way) my 
Slanderous Pamphlet: For inſtead of defending his Nozes 
and Diſcourſes from what I thought, and ſtill think, I had 


juſtly advanced againſt them, he ſays ſo little to the Purpoſe 


in their Vindication, that, in effect, he gives them up as In- 
defenſible, or hath very — left them to ſhift for them- 
ſelves. When therefore Mr. H- hath ſo very little to ſay 
in Defenſe of himſelf and Principles, and inſtead of a fair 
Anſwer, hath contented himſelf with the eaſier Task of 
Raillery and Ontragioaſneſs, I might have excuſed my ſelf 
from engaging any farther with ſuch a Diſputant, and left 
his little Performance to be cenſur'd and confuted by it ſelf: 
But then, as he is pleaſed to repreſent it as an A»ſwer, ſo I 
did not know but the Obſervation of a Learned Writer 
(viz T hat great Impoſitions do often ariſe from Names and 
Words) might take place here; and this muſt be in part my 
Apology for this my Reply. | 

As to Mr. H----?'s Letter it ſelf; 1 am aſſured by ſeveral 
of my Learned and Ingenious Friends, that they never ſaw 
any thing ſo full of Bitterneſs, Raillery, Rudeneſs, c. in 
all their Lives. And I confeſs, I can't but be much con- 
cern'd, that Mr. H- -- or any other Perſon ſhould fall into 
a Way of writing ſo entirely unbecoming a Scholar, or a 
Chriſtian. Such a Conduct may very probably be pleaſing 
to the Enemies of Religion, and may perhaps gratify a few 
of Mr. H----:!*s more warm Friends; but then, I don't ſee 
how it can fail to involve the Perſon in a great deal of Guilt, 
that gives himſelf ſuch Airs and Liberties, And then be- 
fides, the Queſtion between Mr. H- and Me, is not, 
Who hath moſt Learning, and the beſt Senſe; but whoſe 


Notions are moſt agreeable to Scripture, and beſt adapted 


to anſwer the Great Deſigns of Religion. And therefore it 
wou'd have been more to the Purpoſe, and, I think, to his 
Honour, to anſwer what I _ ſaid, and to have ſet before 
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the World the ill Tendency of any Notions I have advanced, 
than to tell the World, without any ſeeming Regard to De- 
cency, or Good Mannexs, not to ſay Truth, that I have been 
guilty of Lying, Fee Falſification, Impertinence, En- 
vy, and what not. When Kaillery is thus forced to ſupply 
the Want of Reaſoning, it very often ſhews the Badneſs of 
the Cauſe, or the J/eakneſs of the Abettor; but yet may put 
a Perſon under ſome Diſadvantages that dares not repay his 
Adverſary in the fame Coin. 

I affure Mr. H-, that I efteem it an Honour to be re- 
viled, when J think it to be for Chriſt's Sake, and know it 
to be Cazſeleſs ; and am ſatisfy' d, it can affect my Reputa- 
tion the leſs, when ſome Men revile me: But I wiſh how- 
ever, for his own fake, that he had writ with leſs Paſſion, 
and a ſtricter Regard to Trath and Conſcience. I have the 
Satisfaction (if it be any) to be treated by Mr. H----z as 
Others have. Not to mention here Bp. Pearſon, Dr. Tower- 
Jon, Mr. Johnſon, and ſeveral others. How very near a-kin 
is his Treatment of Dr. Waterland (as fair and learned a 
Writer as this Age hath produced) to his Treatment of me, I 
mean, if he be (as is generally ſaid and believed) the Author 
of a Pamphlet, entitled, The Unity of God, Mc. and the Re- 
ply to Dr. Y/aterland's Remarks upon it? For here, he re- 
preſents him, © as ſeeking to raiſe the Paſſions of his Read- 
« ers, and to gain their Aſſent by the low and unworthy Me- 
* thods of Poſitiveneſs, Dictating, Contempt, and Miſre- 
„ preſentation; he chargeth him with Impertinence, with 
„ Trifling, with Diſhoneſty, with Abſurdity, with talking 
% inconſiſtently with the Truth and Himſelf, with a ſcan- 
* dalous begging the Queſtion, with Pride, and tells us, that 
& he can't but heartily pity a Man who makes no Conſci- 
« ence cf ſuch preſumptuous Miſrepreſentations of an Ad- 
« verſary to prejudice the Reader againſt him.? How wor- 
thy of a Scholar is ſuch fine Rhetorick? And how vain wou'd | 
it be in me, to expect that I ſhou'd meet with fairer Quar- 
ter, when ſo Great a Man as Dr. Waterlaud cou'd not e- 
ſcape ſuch virulent Cenſures? Such Cenſures as J have fallen 
under, when I know them to be groundleſs, fit much eaſier 
upon me, than I believe Mr. H----z thinks; and, I bleſs God, 
I can readily forgive the Perſon from whom they come: 
But yet however, as Things are circumſtantiated, I reckon 


it as a piece of Juſtice that I owe to Truih and my own Cha- 


rater, to conſider a little what Mr. H. -t hath faid. 


Reply to Dr. Waterland's Remarks, and Pamphlet, entitled, The Unity, &c. 
p. Iz 10, 15 16, 20 26 305 465 Ce. | | 
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Mr. HE. begins his Warm Performance with telling the 
World, That he had neither Leiſure nor Inclination to 
« take Notice of every particular Paſſage in my Preſervative, 
« and that the World is not much concern'd in the Diſpute 
« J have rais'd.” But 'tis not ſo very difficult to gueſs why 
ſo little is taken Notice of: For ſome things, I am apt to 
believe, that are very much againſt Mr. H----;*'s Notions, 
won't admit of an Anſwer; and if he had attempted to an- 
ſwer others, he muſt have been obliged to ſpeak more plain- 


1y than I apprehend he is wilfhg to do; left ſome other of 


his Notions, as well as thoſe that I have oppos'd, fnou'd (as 
he may think things ſtand at preſent) appear too ſhocking to 
ſome, that he may vainly flatter himſelt he hath an Intereſt 
in. As to the World's having no Concern in the Diſpute 
which he ſays I have rais'd, I know of none that hath been 
rais'd by me. And really, I take ſo little Pleaſure in Con- 
zroverſy, that if Mr. H. -t and his Friends had been quiet, 
and made no Attempts to alter our Faizh and Worſhip, there 
wou'd, I believe, have been no Diſputes in theſe Parts; and 
for my ſelf, I can be pretty ſure, I ſnou'd have engaged in 
none : But *twou'd argue too ſhameful an Unconcernedneſs 
about Religion, if no one ſhou'd take Notice of thoſe ma- 
ny Aſſaults that have been made upon it. In the preſent Caſe, 
every one knows Mr. H. gave the Occaſion, and theres 
fore may be juſtly eſteem'd the Aggreſſor; for he laid a great 
many things before the World, that many, as well as I, 
thought had no Foundation in Scripture, and that had a very 
odd and ill Tendency. If therefore Mr. H----: thought theſe 
things to be true and uſeful, and therefore publiſhed them; 
I cou'd not but think them to be falfe, and of a dangerous 
Tendency, and therefore oppos'd them : So that his Buſineſs 
now is either to Vindicate or Retract them. And, whatever 
Mr. H. may think, the World muſt be nearly concern'd, 
when the Faith they profeſs is boldly deny'd ; when the Sa- 
viour and God whom they worſhip hath his Perfectious and 
Glory raviſh'd from him ; when that Law of Liberty by which 
they muſt be judged, is repreſented as antiquated and done 
8 ; and when the Heaven they expect thro? a Saviour, as 
the Conſequence of their Obedience to theſe Laws, is turn'd 


into an Earthiy Paradiſe, &c. If the World is not con- 


cern'd in theſe things, they are not concern'd in Religion; 
and if this indeed be the Cafe, it wou'd, I own, be as fooliſh 
in any to oppoſe Nr. H----z, as it wou'd be in him to write 
about that in which the World hath no Concern : But tho? 
28 are come to a very melancholy paſs, I wou'd hope, 
enerality do (till think, as the Author of the Luity, &c. 
himſelf 
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himſelf once did, when there was a fairer Proſpect of gain- 
ing Proſelytes, viz. That the Controverſies that have been 
on foot are of no ſmall Importance to every Chriſtian ö. 
And certainly they muſt ſtill be ſo, or elſe a very great Part 
of revealed Religion, wou'd (as the Deiſt ſuggeſts concern- 
ing the whole) be a uſeleſs thing. | 

Mr. H-: is at liberty to charge me with Envy, and with 
being malicious, as p. 1. but whatever he ſuggeſts, twas ne- 
ver my Deſign to repreſent him to the World as a bad Man; 
but to ſhew, that ſome of higNotions have a very bad Ten- 
dency. And he hath ſaid ſo little in their V indication, that I 


can't help it, that I am ſtill of the ſame Opinion. If I ſay, he 


falls foul upon ſome Parts of Revealed Religion, tis what I 
have endeavour'd to prove, and Mr. H. f hath not anſwer'd, 
If I ſay, that his Notions about a future State ſap the Founda- 
tions of a great Part of Natural Religion, C7. the ingenious 
Mr. Grove (a Perſon of acknowledg'd Candour) in Anſwer 
to Mr. H----i's twelfth Chapter of Diſcourſes and Obſervati- 
ons, ſays more, vi. That the Doctrine of No Evidence 
« for a future State of Rewards and Puniſhments, imme- 
* diately overthrows all Natural Religion; and that if we 
** are under a Neceſſity of giving up all the Moral Evidence 
“ for a Life to come, which hath been always eſteem'd fo 
* convincing, I fear there are many other things mult follow 
« after, and that we ſhall find it difficult to ſtop ſhort of a 
State of Univerſal Scepticiſm in Religion f.. Which Iam 
ſure muſt prepare Men for all ii Practice,; and therefore 
Mr. H. -t might have ſpar'd his litele Flurt upon Orthodoxy, 
which wou'd have deſerv'd no Notice, if it had not been 
attended with what ſome do and will think to be Profaneneſi; 
for what can it be better, when Scripture-Phraſe is uſed in 
ſuch a ladicrous Way? As to Orthoadrxy it ſelf, or what Mr. 
H---t ridicules as ſuch, I aflure him I glory in it. 

"I'was not my deſire, that any of my | Sula ſhou'd be- 


lieve, that Mr. H. t was a wicked Man; but I wou'd hope, 


they all believe, that his Notions are very far from having a 


good Tendency : But if I am too charitable as to any of 


them, (as I wou'd fain flatter myſelf I am not) Mr. Hf 
hath furniſh'd me with one reaſon for oppoſing his Notions, 
which I think to be very dangerous, and that is, that my 
People (of whom l expect to give an Account) mayn't re- 
ceive any farther Prejudice by them. Whatever any of my 
People may think of Mr. H- , I deſire they may think no 
better or worſe of him than he deſerves: But this however I 


Unity, &c. p. 1. + Mr. Grove's Anſwer to Mr. H. ,, entitled, Some 
Thoughts, Oc. p. 101. 9. 
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of (let his Goodneſs be what it will) that none who 
; 22 8885 prejudiced in his Favour, can have any great 
Idea of it from his way of Writing. As to myſelf, I ſhall 
never deſire, that my Orthodoxy ſhou'd cover one of my Sins; 
and as to Mr. H-, I wiſh, (tho' in the preſent Caſe I don't 
need it for myſelf) that his Charity (with the want of which 
© others that dare not countenance his Errors have been ſo 
often upbraided) was ſufficient to cover one Sin : But ſuch a 
6 Chariy, tis plain, hath no place in his little Performance, 
vhich is {tufted with all the Signs of Rage, and a Perſecuting 
Spirit. And therefore, I hope, that neither he, nor any of 
his Temper, will any more complain of Uzcharitzableneſs, or 
: Perſecution. I am very ſure he hath diſcover'd the true Tem- 
per of his od Brethren the Arians; and how much farther he 
wWou'd go, if he had Power to puniſh, as well as Liberty to 
write, 1 can't ſay : But I hope, he'll give me leave to mind 
him of one of his own Notions, and to adviſe him (that 
however angry he may be with me) not to be ſo angry with 
all, that by way of Szcer he may call Orthodox, becauſe tis 
well known, that many of thoſe are valtly his Saperiors. | 
As to my not being a perfect Judge of Mr. H. -s firſt 
Diſcourſe, with which I am upbraided, Fo 4. *tis what I be- 
lieve he knows nothing of, and therefore ſhou'd not have 
made the mean Reflexion; and if it was true what he inſi- 
nuates (as ſtrictly ſpeaking it is not) he ſhou'd yet have been 
tender upon this Head; becauſe I make no ſuch vain Oſten- 
tation of my Knowledge of the Hebrew or any other Lan- 
guage, as he doth about his underſtanding Syriac and German 
_ Catechiſms, when yet I am told, he does not know the Let- 
ters of the former, and, I believe, knows nothing of the 
latter. 
Lis odd in Mr. H----z to ſay, p. 4. in Vindication of what 
think I very juſtly called his poor Diſcourſe about Anger, 
that, Anger is conſtantly defined an Inclination to punith ; 
for *tis certain, that many Moraliſts and Divixes do define 
it other wiſe. To mention only two, Euſtachius defines it, 
a Paſſion of the Soul occaſioned by ſome preſent Evil which 
is to be repelled with ſome Difficulty “. Mr. Baxter calls it 
the riſing up of the Heart in paſſionate Diſplicency againſt an 
apprehended Evil which wou'd croſs or hinder us of ſome 
deſit'd Goodj. And this he ſays is a Paſſion that the great 
Author of Nature hath planted in the Souls of all; and as 
e he farther ſays, is given us by God for Good, to ſtir us u 
to a vigorous Reſiſtance of theſe things which within us, 


I 2 Euſtacb. Etbica, p. 10x, + Baxter's Chriſtian Directory, P.1, P» 285, 
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& gr without us, do oppoſe his Glory, or our Salvation, or our 
© own, or our Neighbour's real Good.” And certain it is, that 
the Poor ought to conſult their Good as well as the Rich, and 
to arm againſt every thing that wou'd obſtruct it. I allow to 
Mr. H- -t, that the Stoics do very commonly define Anger 
pretty much as he does; but then, they don't ſay as Mr. I- 
does, nor yet doth Mr. Locke, Carcell.cus, Des Cartes, c. 
That *tis a Deſire of taking preſent Revenge with our own | 
Hands ; this is many times ont of the Power of the Law 
and Mean, and therefore, ſays Seneca“, Anger is the De- 
« fire, not the Power, and Faculty of Revenge, neither is 
« any Man, ſays he, ſo low, but that the greateſt may perad- 
venture lie at his Mercy.” But if they never ſhould, 
muſt the Poor and Mean be always paſſive and indolent un- 
der the Injuries that they receive? No, God doth not require 
it, they have certainly a Right to reſent them, and may in- 
nocently appeal to the Magiſtrate for Redreſs. Thus Ser- 
vants, Children, and other [nferiors are encouraged to do, 
which yet they might not, if it was a Sin to reſent Injuries 
when done by Superiors. I take Anger to be what the reſt 
of Mankind do; and I have only Mr. H. 's Word, that 
F miſtake our Saviour, and the Apoſtle. Tis very plain, I 
think, that I did not. So that Mr. H----:is Diſcourſe about 

Anger appears (till very poor to me, notwithſtanding any 

thing he hath ſaid in its Vindication; and 'tis very little to 
Mr. H----:*s Purpoſe, that his learned and worthy Friend 

hath obſerved to him, that Lactantius hath the fame Thought 

about Anger. *Tis well known to Mr. H----?'s learned and 

worthy Friend (if he hath read Lactautius over) whatever it. 
be to him, tha: Lactantius hath a great many odd Fancie: 

about the Miliennium, Chriſt's Perſonal Reign on Earth, 

c. as well as this about Anger. Mr. H. -s Diſcourſe, 
may be a very poor one, and yet others may think as he 
does, I never thought he was the only Perſon that talk'd 
poorly. 
Mr. F. ſays, p. 5. that what I fay on his firſt 
Note is directly falſe in fact. This, I think, is much too. 

rough; for no one cou'd reaſonably underſtand more by; 
any thing I ſaid, than that what was valuable and materia! 
in Mr. H----:*s Remark on 2 Kings xxiv. 13. viz. (that it 


cou'd not be well render'd in our Tranſlation, he cut in 


pieces all the Veſſels of Gold, becaufe theſe Veſſels of Gold, 
were ſtill in being, and fit to be uſed as Drinking-Veſſels) 
was obſerv'd before by Mr. Pool in his Synopfes, and the A 


* Sir Roger L. Erante i Sencea's Moralss P. 348. 
N 


(9) 


of Daniel 2, 3. referr'd to. I know nothing elſe material 
in the Remark but this, and therefore "twas vain in Mr. 
H----t to take the Honour of this Obſervation to himſelt, 
and very juſt in me to obſerve it, and ſay, that it ſcems to 
be little more than a Tranſlation of what Mr. Pool ſays, 
to whom I might have added others, 1 can't ſce, that Mr. 
H. t hath any thing to the Purpole upon this Text that Mr, 
Pool and others have not; and if Mr. IH. — # had render'd 
the Word Truncavit, in Mr. Pyol as it is commonly ten- 
der'd, and as he himlelf hath rendet'd it in his Eng/ifh A2 
notations, cut off from, and not maimed, he cou'd not with 
any Modeſty have charg'd me with what is directly falſe in 
Fact, and tel! the World, that after ſuch a Falſhood, the 
Reader will leſs wonder at others he ſhall meet with. I 
leave the ſcurvy Trick (as Archbiſhop T/la/ſox calls it) of 
lying for what they take to be the Truth, to others, whoſe 
Cauſe may need it. Mr. H- knows he hath been noted 
for /landering luſtily: But as to myſelf, I hope, I need not 
be in much pain about what will ſtick. Only I would be 
leave to put Mr. H in mind, that this is but a mode 
way of anſwering Books, and will never be thought by the 
3 or Impartial to throw any Luſtre upon his own Cha- 
racter. 5 Rny 
Mr. I.: hath ſaid nothing, p. 6. to ſhew, that his. ſe- 
cond Note was not very uſelets. If Mr. H----: don't un- 
derſtand the Meaning of the Word Repre/enratives, I can't 
help it, others do. It there was any thing amiſs in my way 
of Realoning, 'twas the Buſineſs of a fair Adverſary to ſhew 
it. But 'tis too much the way of ſome, when they have 
nothing elſe to ſay, to diſcover their ill- nature in ſome 
little piece of Baxter, or Calumny, and this mult ſerve to 
ſupply the Place of what is better. | 
I thought I had ſaid enough in the Preface to my Pre- 
ſervutive, to ſhew, that the Fiſt Pſalm cou'd have no Re- 
ference to the time of the Jews Reſtauration ſo many hun- 
dreds of Years after the Death uf Chriſt, and that, what is 
ſaid there, had its Accompliſhment in the Days of Solomon. 
Mr. H- fays now, p.6. * That when the Fews are re- 
“ ftor'd to their own * they ſhall firſt reſtore their old 
„ Worſhip, before they are converted to Chriſtianity, and 
„ when they are Chriſtians lay it aſide:“ And fays farther, 
That I can't underſtand the laſt Chapter of Ezekiel without 
9 luppoling it.” But if I cou'd not underſtand them with» 
out ſuppoſing ſuch an abſurd and groundleſs thing, 1 hould, 
much rather acknowledge my Ignorance, as others have 
done, than advance what Mr. JO hath now, ald in his 


Notes, 
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| Notes, p. 3. viz. T hat at the Reſtauration of the Fews, 
God will be pleaſed with Sacritices, and delight in Burnt- 


offer ings: For how can God be pleaſed with what he him- 
ſelf hath aboliſhed, and never deſigned ſhonld be in uſe 
again after the Death of the Meſſiah? Can it be pleaſing to 
God, that the Fews ſhou'd be reſtor'd to their old Wor- 
ſhip? Or can it be thought, that ever he ſhou'd ſuffer it to 
be 16? If he ſhow'd, I ſhou'd for ever deſpair of their being 
converted to Chriſtianity, when they had ſuch an Argamen 
againſt. Chriſt, and Chr:/tianity, as this won'd be. All that 
J underſtand by Ezek:el's laſt Chapters (if there be any Re- 
ference in them to Goſpel-Times) is, that *rwas the Prophet's 
eſign, to repreſent the State of the Church in the latter 
Days in a my/tical Manner, and that therefore he does it ia 
ewiſh Phraſes: But how each Phraſe is to be applied to 
Goſpel-Times, (if we underſtand what he ſays of theſe 
Times. as all do not) is as Mr. Clark ſays“, no eaſy, nor 
indeed, poſſible Task at preſent (if one may judge, as he 
ſays, of what may be done, by what hath been done.) This 
I think, is true, and undeniable, that if Shiloh be come and 
crucified, as undoubtedly he is; that the Jes will never 
more have a Temple, Altars, Kings, c. Their Polity is 
diſſolved, their W orſhip antiquated, and whenever God calls 
them, it will be to Chriſtianicy, and not to profeſs their old 
Religion. I hope Mr. H----z hath no Deſign to give wy 
Advantage to the Jews, and other U believers, by what he 
hath advanced: But yet I can't forbcar thinking, that ſuch 
Poſitions lead to Infidelity. 
What J offer'd in my laſt Paragraph in the Preface, was 
not ſo much deſign'd to prove, that Chriſt was the ſupreme 
God, as to ſhew the Weakneſs of Mr. H. -s Obſerva- 
tion, that true and ſupreme ſignify the ſame. I argued ad 
Hominem, that it this was true, it would effeCtually over- 
throw the Arian Cauſe; becauſe God is (aid, in St Jobn's 
Epiſtle, to be Light, and Chriſt is (aid, in his Goſpel, Ch, 
i. 9, to be the true Liebt; fo that, my Concluſion from 
Mr. J. -s Premiſſes was juſt, v2. that Chriſt was ſupreme 
God; But the Reaſon, why I made ſuch a Concluſion, was 


to ſhew, that Mr. H. -- way- of arguing wou'd not bear 


the Streſs that he laid upon it. And that it won't, is farther 
clear trom the Text he now quotes, 1 Jobs ii. 8. So that 
this' Text is plainly . himſelf, but not againſt me: Be- 
caule Chr it and the 9. 2 are both call'd the true Light, 
7. e. according to Mr. Hi, both are the ſupreme Light, 
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which makes it evident, that there is nothing in Mr. H. -1˙3 
Remark about the Word traue. When therefore this was 
all I defign'd to ſhew, Mr. H. t, tis likely, wou'd have 
call'd ic imperfin«nt in me, if I ſhou'd have fiid as he docs; 


| & That it happens a little unluckily for me that if my Argu- 


« ment prove any thing, it proves, that Chriſt is the very 
& Perſou of the Father of Chriſt.“ Was I advancing any 
Argument of my own to prove auy thing? Nothing alas. 
y Buſineſs was to ſhew the Weakneſs of his Argument. 
his is what I did, and Mr. H- is forced, | think, to give 
it up But ſomething he wou'd ſay; tho' evet / body, I be- 
lieve, will think, that "tis nothing to the putpoſe. As to my 
Remark on Mr. H -s talking in the Heatheniſ Langn ge 
of a Chief God, and a God that is not Chief, he hath ſaid 
nothing, and therefore, I wou'd hope, he is aſnamed of talk» 
ing at this rate. And res I can't but think, that 'twou'd 
be more for his Credit, to ſpeak freely, and honeſtly tell the 
World, that our Saviour is a Creature, and nothing more, 
than to attempt to impoſe upon Mankind, by ſaying that 
our S. viour is God, when he won't allow him any thing that 
is peculiar to the living and true God. A | | 
When Mr. H. - comes to reply to my Book, he ſays, 
p. 6. That I begin my furious Book with abundance 
« Ribaldry, and Scolding, which, ſays he, I heartily deſpiſe 
„and laugh at.” I believe moſt will think I have a better 
Pretence to return him the ſame Compliment, but I chuſa 
rather to leave the World to judge between us, and of the 
Politeneſ of this way of Writing: But the Caſe is this. I 
blamed Mr. H- for charging Biſhop Pearſon, and two 
other Perſons A fers Character, with aſſerting ſomethi 
as a Matter of Fact which they had not ſufficiently examin'd'; 
I made it evident, that this was perfectly groundleſs as to 
Biſhop Pearſon, and probably, as to the others alſo; and 
Mr. H.— owns, that he knew ſome Months ago, by the 
kind Aſſiſtance of ſome very excellent Friends, all that 1 


Laid from Archbiſhop Uſher, And yet, inſtead of making an 


Profeſſion of Repentance for this »ororions Abaſe, ſeems t 

turn it into a Feſt, and ſays, he'll tell me a Riddle, vix. 
% T hat the Creed in Bennet Coll. is not to be regarded, an 

&« that the Tranſlator blunder'd in rendering Ommipoetentis 
« by Twroaews:”” But the Queſtion was, whether there 
was ſuch a Copy. If there was, Biſhop Pearſon was right 
tho' the Greek Tranſlator ſhou'd be never ſo great a Bizn- 
derer. And therefore Mr, H- ought to have own'd' his 
Fault, and that he was too raſh in cenſuring ſuch great Men. 
This wou'd have deen W and like à Scholar, But 
Foal . 3 * £9 
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to murder Men's Reputations at the rate Mr. H. hath 
done, and then make ſuch a fame Excuſe, or rather Jeſt of 
it, is a Practice, I am ſure, that Chriſtianity doth condemn. 
Whether there be any other Copies in the World, is not, 
T apprehend, material. Biſhop Pearſon refers to one, and 
but ro once, tho? he ſpeaks of Copies: This is ſufficient to 
juſtify Bihop Pearſon, Ic. and convit Mr H. -t. And 
when any can give themſelves ſuch Liberties, and manifeſt 
nothing like Repentance, but rather turn it into R dicule; 
the Charz&ter of ſuch ſeems to be too much of a Complexion 
with that of the Perſon whom Solomon condemns, Prov. 
Xvi. 18. 9g. who throws Firebrand, A rou and Death, to 
decerve, or otherwiſe (as I may add agrecably to the Senſe 
ry * Text) abuſe hi, Nez hbour, and ſaith am JI not in 

ort? 

Mr. H----? proceeds next, p. 9. to conſider what I ſay on 
bis third Diſcourſe of the Knowledge of Chriſt. And here, 
I think, he hath contented himſelf with one of the weakeſt 
Defence of his Diicourſe that I ever ſaw, and hath very 
tamely left me in the Poſlefſion of almoſt all that I offer'd 
upon that Head, tho? to the utter Ruin, I think, of his «ew# 
Scheme. The little that he ſays in the firſt Place, p. 7. is, 
that J enter into a Diſcourſe about an Inſtrumental Creator ;” 
upon which he ſays, I muſt not make Meanings for him, 
& and that he wou'd have me take his Senſe on this Head 
« in thoſe excellent Words of Dr. Materland, That the 
F.ither as Supreme, iſſued out Orders for the Creation of the 
World, and the Son executed them. But with what Face or 
Truth cou'd r. H----t ſay, that theſe are Dr. J/aterland's 
Words? Ihe Words, I allow, are in Dr. Waterland's Book“: 
But then, he doth not deliver them as his own; only he ſays, 
That the general Opinion of the Antients center'd in this: 
But 'tis plain, that he doth not like the Expreſſions; and 
therefore he ſays, ** That tho? the Antients had a very good 
« Meaning and Intent in aſſigning (es it were) to the three 
« Perſons, their ſeveral Parts or Provinces in the Work of 
« Creation ; yet he allo ſays, that theſe Things are not to be 
& {trictly and rigorovſly iutcrpreted according to the Letter; 
% but c,, and 7:0-jri0;, And that the Deſign of all 
« was, 1. I okeep up a more lively Senſe of a real Diſtin- 
« ction ot Perions. 2. To teach us the indivilible Unity 
„und Cu-eltcntiality of all three as of one Creator. 3. To 
„ ſiznity wherein that Unity conſiſts, or in what it ulti- 
% mately rclolves, viz. into Unity ot Principle, one Aęxd, 


Dr. Wacterland's Defence, p. 184, 185. = 
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t Head, Root, Fountain of all.” Mr. H.: is pleaſed to 
call it Lying and Forgery in me, when I give no ſuch . 
Occaſion. What then would he call it in his Language, if 
I had abuſed him, as he hath Dr. Vaterland, and the World 
by making the Dr. ſay, what he did evidently oppoſe, and 
palming it upon the World, as if his Notions in this Caſe 
did not differ from the Doctor's, whereas Light and Dark- 
neſs can't differ more? The Doctor himſelf did long ago 
take notice of this Abuſe. * To compleat all, ſays he, ha- 
« vying once found out the Secret of fetching in what, and 
« whom they pleaſed, they have proceeded farther to drag 
e in me with the reſt into the very Doctrine that I had been 
« lately confuting *.” This is what Mr. H hath at- 
tempted to do; but this (as the Doctor ſays in another Place) 
is become greatly contemptible f. Mr. Hs Buſineſs, 
it he would have ſaid any thing to the Purpoſe, was to 
anſwer what I had offer'd about Chriſt's being an Inſtru- 
mental Creator: But this, [ preſume, he found was not to 
be done, and therefore ſlides it over by quoting ſomethin 
as Dr. Vaterl pas, which he confutes. What a laudable 
way is this of managing Controverſies ? 

Bur tho' ſuch a Method as this can never be juſtified, but 
deſerve Abhorrence; yet much after the ſame manner he 
deals by me in the ſame Page. You ſay, ſays he, that 
+ Chrilt knows the Father's Thoughts by immediate In- 
* tuition, c.“ Whereas 1 don't ſay, or attempt to prove, 
that Chrilt knows the Father's Thoughts by immediate In- 
tuition : But what I ſay is, that Chriſt doth not know Things 
after a different manner from what the Father doth : But 
if the Father knows Chriſt's Thovghts by immediate In- 
tuition, Chriſt knows the Father's Thoughts by the like In- 
tuition ; and for this | quoted Jon x. 15. which plainly proves, 
I think, what I intended, viz. That there is no Difference 
between the Father's and Son's Knowledge. This I take 
to be clear from the Text : But how the Father and Son do 
know each other the Scripture hath not told us, *Tis Mr. 
H- -t that ſays, and not the Scripture, that the Father 
knows Chriſt by immediate Intuition. is poſſible per- 
haps, this may be the Way; but whether it be or no, I dare 
not ſay. Tunis is clear, that the Scriptures ſpeak of the 
Knowledge of both in the ſame Phraſes. And that was ſuf- 
ficient Ground for my ſaying, that the one is not by Intui- 
tion, and the other by Revelation ; that the one is not finite, 


and the other infinite; that the one is not limited, and the 
Other unlimited. 


Dr, Materland's ſecond Defence, p, t29, bid. p. 208. fs 


( t4 ) 


As to Mr. H. 7s Interpretation of the Text I quoted, 
7. is ſo flat and weak, that it cou'd deſerve no notice, 
Fer not his Zonfirmation of it ſo very extraordinary, For 
there the leaſt Reſemblance in thoſe Phraſes, As the Father 
bnoweth me, ſo know [ the Father, and, 1 knnw my Sheep, 
and am knows of mine? And beſides, what a ſhocking Inti- 
mation doth it carry in it, „z. That the Knowledge of 
thoſe whom Chriſt calls his Sheep, doth bear the ſime Pro- 
portion to his Knowledge, that his doth unto the Father's 7 
this is what he wou'd inſinuate, as it ſeeins to be, 1 don't 
ſee how it can be excuſed from B/ Ei Ti nothing 
= Proof of ſuch a weak and imperfea Low iedas, that 
riſt ſpeaks of himſelf as ſent by the Father, and that all 
bings are deliver'd to him by the Father, Ic. For theſe 


hraſes, if they ſhou'd be allow'd to refate to our Saviour, 


conſider d in his 54040 Capacity, yet they import no more 
than a voluntary and conical Subjection of our Bleſſed Sa- 
viour; not any real Iaferiority of Nature; of Kοαũ·].ᷣ ge. ot 
＋ Perfectiout, any more than it doth, that a Prince muſt 


Ambaſſadors that are ſent by him. Our Saviour, tho* G 
over all, or one that had all the Fulneſs of the Godhead in 
Bim, was yet freely and moſt graciouſly conſenting to be 
manifeſt in Fleſh for the Benefit and Salvation of Mank ind. 
This was a moſt aſtoniſhing Evidence of a rich and molt a- 


mazing Love, but not of Meanneſs and Infinite Diſtance from 
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the Father: But Mr. H----: and ſome others ſeem to have 
taken Occaſion hence, to rob him of his Godhead, and Glo- 
ry; *tis therefore too ſoft to ſay, that this is the moſt glaring 
2 ratitude, for it deſerves a great deal worſe Name. 
1 am not ſenſible of any Inconveniency, it I ſhou'd allow 
to Mr. H., that ſome of the Texts I br ng, wherein the 
Divine Omniſcience is repreſented, do ſpeak of one ſingle 
Perſon, particularly of the Perſon of the Father: But then, 
there are other Texts that I bring that ſpeak the ſame thing 
of another Perſon, viz. the Perſon of the Son. Mr. Hf, 
if he wou'd have done any thing to anſwer me, ſhou'd have 
ſhewn, that the ſame Phraſes have a quite differcut Signifi- 
cation when app'y © to the Father, from what the have when 


pply'd to the Son, otherwiſe my Argument ſtands good; 


hat if the Father be Omniſcient, ſo is the Son; becauſe 
the High Aſcriptions that are made to both in the Scriptures, 
are the very fame. Mr. H-, I preſume, cou'd not tell 
aw to anſwer this, at leaſt, he was wiſe enough not to think 
t to meddle with it; and whoever doth, will, | believe, 
find it a vain Attempt. *L is yery fine to hear Mr. A----# 
a | talking, 


f 


of another Nature, or ſuperior in Wiſdom, to all the 


„„ 


dicated ot the ſame Lord And moreover, if we com 
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talking, p. 3. of the Perſons of the Trinity ; when every 
one, [ believe, knows that his Trinity is, That the Father 
alone is True God; and the Sn and the Holy Ghoſt are two 
Creatures, or Made Beings: But to let this paſs, whick 
ſeems delizn'd (how honeſtly he himſelf beſt knows) to 
make the World think that he holds a Trinity, and that there 
is no Difference between us; Mr, H. -f tells us, That it 
« hath often been obſery'd, and never anfwer'd, that when» 
© ever we can be ſure that more Perſons of the Trinity than 
“ one ſpeak, they ſay, V, Us, Ozr;” and for this he quotes 
ſeveral Texts. Mr. H----e muſt either know, that "tis not 
true what he ſays, that this hath not been anſwer'd, or elſe 
own himſelt a Stranger to a great deal that hath been ſai 
in anſwer to the Argument that is brought from the Perſen⸗ 
Char &er:, And as to the Texts he himſelf brings, he is 
yery unhappy ; tor any Reader might ſee, that they evidently 
confute his own Notions, if he had quoted all the Paſſages 

fairly where theſe Scriptures are found: For both in Geneſit, 

and alſo Iſaiab, a Plurality in Unity is evidently ſpoken off 

Thus, Ges. i. 26. it is, God ſuid, Let ms make M n in r (þ, > 4 
Image, after our Likeneſs ; and then it follows, ver. 27. SS + 

Cod created Man in bi. own Image, c. Mr. H-c--t, 1 de... 4 7 of 
eve, won't ſay but that it is the ſame God that ſpeaks both ., 
Singularly and Plurally; which ſhews that the Godhead cons! — + / 
fiſts of more than one Perſon. And the ſame Obſervation. 4 |, 
may be made upon | mp vi. 8. And the Lord ſaid, Whow «+ 5 
a end, and who will go for :? The Change of b 

Jumbers, J, and Us, when yet they are ſpoken ot the ſame 

Lord, is bes eg and plainly ſhews, that according 7 p 
to Scripture Language, I and Cs may very properly be pre- ,, | 


the Vith of Iſaiah with the New Teſtament, we may ob- 
ſerve, that what is here ſaid of the Lord of Hoſts, . ap 
ply'd both to our Savionr, and the Holy . xii. 41, 
Acts xxviii. 25, 26. And that there is here Reſpect alſo had 
to the Father, I take it for granted Mr. H . will not deny; 
So that there can be nothing in what Mr. H----e ſays, Th. 
what I advance will prove that Chriſt is the Perſon of the 
Father. I am vain enough to think, that I don't uſe to tall 
after this filly rate. I make no Difliculty to allow to Mr. 
Haller, that Tom xiv. 33. Jobs xvii. 21, 22. belong to 
Father, and our Bleſſed Saviour ; but can't poſſibly fee t 
what End they are brought, unleſs to prove, what Mr. H- 
hath Reaſon to know I never deny d, That the Farber and 
S are two Perſons. ' Theſe Texts I am ſure can mak 
going againſt me: But there is one Queſtion that I won 
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leave to put to Mr. H. —-7, from theſe Texts, that may 
deſerve his ſerious Conſideration, and that is, How he can 
bring himſelf to believe that our Saviour wou'd ever . ſpeak 
in the Language that he doth in theſe Texts, of the Father 
and Himſelf, if there was ſuch an infinite Diſtance between 
them as Mr. H----z makes. Mr. H. -f hath ſaid nothing to 
convince me, or that is likely to convince any other Perſon, 
that the Apoſtles don't aſcribe an all-comprehenſive Know- 
Jedge to Chriſt. And if they did, when he had no ſuch 
Knowledge, twas as I ſaid fulſome and blaſphemous Aoplauſe. 
I cou'd have no End, that I know, in concealing theſe 
Words, By this we believe thou comeſt forth from God; and 
therefore can't ſee, how I dealt unfairly with the Text. - 
Mr. H- --: mult be very weak to think that theſe Words are 
at all againſt me. Chriſt owns it, and I never deny'd it, 
#hat he came forth from God the Father. Nay, *twas by this 
very thing that the Apoſtles were confirm'd in it that our Sa- 
viour had that infinite all-comprehentive Knowledge that 
they aſcrib'd to him, and I have been pleading for. Mr. 
H- -t, if he wou'd have done any thing againſt me, ſhou'd 
have ſhewn, that to know all things, and the Hearts of Men, 
was not peculiar to God: But this is againſt plain Scripture, 
1 Kings viii. 39. Fer. xvii. 10. And therefore tis a poor Calum- 
ny to ſay, That every one, beſides me, ſees that Chriſt's perfect 
« Knowledge of the Creation is perfecly ſufficient, in point 
44 of Knowledge, to quality the Son of God to hear Mens 
& Prayers, and to be their final Judge.” I readily allow all 
this, and never ſuggeſted the contrary ; but yet add withal, 
that nothing higher in Phraſe, and therefore not in Senſe, is 
faid in Scripture of the Father's Know ledge, than is of Chriſt's. 
The Scriptures don't ſpeak of God's knowing things without 
the Creation: If Chriſt hath a perfect Knowledge of the 
Creation, it is ſufficient, and the higheſt thing that is ſaid in 
Scripture of the divine Knowledge ; which was the thing to 
be proved. And this ſhews, by the way, that Chriſt's having 
ſuch a Knowledge is a clear Proof, that whatever elſe the 
Father hath, is his; according to what our Saviour himſelf 
ſays, ver. 14. Our Saviour here aſſerts his Claim to all the 
Divine Perfections, as well as that of Omniſcience. Indeed, 
they all go together, and can't be ſeparated from the Oivine 
Nature. As to the Texts, Matth. xxiv. 36. Mark xiii. 32. 
which I undertook to anſwer, I think I have ſufficiently an- 
wer'd all that looks like Objection in them; and if Mr, 
H----t did not think fo, *twas his Buſineſs, I think, toſhew: 
wherein I was defeQtive, and not put me off in ſuch a tris 
Ring Manner, p. 8.“ That they are not to be anger d, but 
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„ to be believ'd as God's Word.“ As ſuch, I aſſure Me. 
H----t, 1 do believe them: But not the Interpretation that he 
puts upon them, or the Inference that he and thets wou'd 


draw from them. Shou'd I, in my Turn, tell Mr. H----e 


that Chriſt is ſaid to be God over all; that in him dwelleth 
all the Fulneſs of the Godhead bodily; that in him are hid ll 
rhe Treaſure: of Wiſdom and Knowledge ; that all things were 
made by him and for him; that he is King of King, and Lord 
of Lords, &c. and then ſay that theſe things are not to be 
anſwer' d, but believ'd; how very ridiculous wowd Mr. H- 
repreſent it in me? But it ſeems he may take a Liberty io 


*-.. trifle, tho? others may not The Expreſſions (which, r. 
Hr ſays are not to be anſwer'd, but believ'd as God's 


Word) 'tis certain have a determinate Senſe, and I have en- 
deavour'd to ſhew what it is; and ſtill muſt think (for an 
thing that appears to the contrary from Mr. H.) that 
have ſufficiently obviated the Objections of Crellizs, Mr. 
Emlyn, and others, upon this Head; if I have not, Mr. H. 
ſhould have ſhewn the contrary, and not refer me to a ſtale 
Paſſage that hath more than once been ſufficiently anſwered 
ſeveral Years ago: But ſecing he only refers me to the Paſ- 
age, I think it ſufficĩient only to refer him to the Anſwer to 
theſe Queries, and this Paſlage in particular, which was pub- 
liſh'd, 1721. The Query was, Whether they who ſay, 
„the Son did know the Day and Hour of the laſt Judg- 
„ ment, when he ſaid expreſly he did not; whether, I ſay, 
they don't make Chriſt guilty of Equivocation, TFc. ? ”? 
To which this Anfwer was return'd, viz. * That there was 
* no Equivocation in ſaying what was literally true, that 
« the Son, as Son of Man, did not know the Day and Hour 
& of the laſt Judgment. The Context it ſelf ſufficiently li- 
« mits his Denial to his Haman Nature. The Queriſt tells 
« us, that according to this Way of Equivocation, a Man 
« (as one obſerves) may deny that he ſaw a thing, which he 
« aQtually ſaw; meaning, he did not ſee it with one Eye, 
« which he wilfully kept ſhut, while he beheld it with the 
« other. But as one obſerves (ſays the Anſwerer) (fee Mr. 
„ Boyſe, in his Reply to that Pretence of Mr. Emlyz's) in 
« Anſwer to this idle Stuff, There might be ſome Colour 
„for the Pretence, if a Man had two vive Powers, or 
4% two Souls, as well as zwo Eyes: But ſeeing he hath but 
©. one vifive Power, and one Soul, which one Soul ſees, whe- 
« ther one Eye only, or both, be open, it wou'd be a downs 
* right Falſhood to ſay, I ſaw not a thing at all, becauſe I 
„ ſaw it but with one Eye. But the Cale is quite different 
** where there are two knowing Principles, belonging to two 
G + dittecent. 
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2» different Natures; one of which may ſee, or #ow, while 
e theother doth not ſee, or kzow; and conſequently it may 
& be deny'd of one, which may be affirm'd of the other. It 
** cou'd not indeed be abſolutely and indefinitely deny'd of 
«+ Chriſt that he knew the Day, neither is it ſo deny'd in 
„ Scripture, but in a certain Reſpect only, which the Rea- 
% ſon of the thing, and the very Context determines it to: 
For it ſpeaks not of the Sou of God as ſuch, but of the 
Son of Man, or of Chriſt conſider'd as Son ef Manx. 
Mr. H-, in the fame Page, ſays I bring in ſome other 
Texts by the Bye, and relating to other Matters; but I think, 
to the Purpoſe, and to the Argument I was upon. If not, 
Mr. H- -t wou'd hardly have contented himſelf with fo ſoft 
aud gentle an Animadverſion, and to refer me to Books (but 
what Books he doth not ſay) that have treated of them, for 
an Anſwer. This, I confels, is a ſhort and eaſy Way; but 
*tis no hard Matter to gueſs why I am referr'd to Books, 
and in the ſame Page referr'd again to a Pamphlet, which | 
Mr. H. -- t fays is Mr. P---ce's, for an Anſwer to Fade 4. * 
and 2 Pez, ii. 1. to which, he ſays, I have given no Reply. 
Mr. H----:, I believe, muſt know, that the Reaſon why it 
had no Reply was, becauſe the Pamphlet was never own'd | 
by Mr. P---ce, and I had declar'd before, that I ſhou'd not 
think my ſelf concern'd to anſwer anonymous Writers : But 

now el am inform'd by Mr. H----z it is Mr. P---ce's, I take 

the Liberty to ſay, upon a Peruſal of what Mr. H. calls 

a Reply to theſe Texts, That Mr. P---ce hath ſaid nothing 

to them, that can juſtly be call'd an Anſwer; nothing mate- 14 
ria! but what Dr. Mhitby had ſaid before, which was with- 5 
out Foundation; and which I baveettectually, I think, over- oF 


turn'd in my Preſervative; and this I take to be the true x 
Reaſon why Mr. H. -t wou'd not venture upon an Anſwer, 12 
He muſt ſee, that the Texts were too hard for one who was . 
vaſtly his Superior, and therefore, like a prudent Man, hath 4 
let them alone: But beſides, whatever Mr. P---ce had ſaid, A 
"twas Mr. H. -s Concern, to ſay ſomething to thein, it 
if they were to be anſwer'd ; becavſe in my Preſervative F 


they are offer'd for ſomewhat a different End from what 
they were in my 7rath and Liberty conſiſtent. I ſhall there- 
fore preſume to look upon theſe Texts alſo as unanſwer- - 
able; and whether Mr. H. -f hath over-turn'd what I offer'd 
from 1 John v. 20. ſhall be conſider'd in its proper Place; 
and therefore ſhall proceed to conſider what he hath ſaid in 
Vindication of his ſeventh Diſcourſe. 


® An Anſwer to ſeme Queries printed at £x00, p. 19, 20. | 


(19 ) 

Mr. H. begins his Vindication, p. 9. with his uſual Po- 
liteneſs, calling what I offer, p. 35 a tedious Harangue. I 
there blam'd him for repreſenting the Doxology in St. Mat- 
he as no part of Scripture, when he had nothing to object 
againſt the Doxology it ſelf, and ſo very little to ſupport his 
Aſſertion, viz. that it was added from latter Authors, and the 
Liturgies of the Church. I had no Deſire that he ſhou'd ſup- 
preſs Truth, as he very charitably ſuggeſts in his Queſtion, or 
ſerve any Deſigns of Prieſtcraft. Theſe I ever had, and 
ſhall have in much Deteſtation : But ſurely there can be no 
Harm in ſupprefling Falſpoodt, and groundleſs Fancies, tho? 
we are thereby forced to keep our Learning to our ſelves; 
and this is all that I aimed at in what Mr. H- calls, in, 
his civil Way, my tedious Harangue. I can't fee how he 
cou'd think it neceſſary (as he ſays, p. 10.) to maintain his 
Argument, to be ſo particular (in me Mr. H----z wou'd have 
call'd it tedious) upon the Story in Lucian's Philopatris, un- 
Jeſs he'll call it his Argument to join Iſſue with a Profane, 
Bantering, and Atheiſtical Heathen, in ridiculing the DoArine 
of the Trinity Nr. H- t doth not diſown, that *twas his 
Intention to ridicule the common Doxology that Chriltians 
| uſe: But then, inſtead of ſaying any thing to what I offer, 

p. 37. viz. That he might as well ridicule the Baptiſmal 
Form, and what we uſually call the Apoſtolical Benedict ion. 
He very gravely puts me this Queſtion, upon my ſaying that 
this Doxology is perfectly agreeable to the Senſe of Scrip- 
ture, tho' not found there in ſo many Words; © How I, 
“ as one profeſſing to diſſent from the Church of England, 
& becauſe it requires unſcriptural Terms of Communion, 
& can vindicate my ſelf, upon this Principle, in the Uſe of 
“ an unſcriptural Doxology?” To which very wiſe Queſe 
tion I anſwer, That I never uſe any ſuch. The Doxolopies / . 
I uſe are either in Scripture Words, or according to Scriptures | 4 
Senſe, and therefore can't be z»ſcripraral. I don't therefore) 
impoſe any unſcriptural Terms upon any in the Uſe of the 
common Doxology, any more than I do in other parts of 
Prayer, where I don't uſe all Scripture-Exprctiions. Mr. 
H. t puts another Queſtion; Did not the inſpir'd Apoſtles 
„ beſt know what kind of Doxology was moſt ſited to the 
Doctrine of Chriſt, and moſt agreeable to the Will of 
& God?” I anſwer, Undouttedly they did: But then, 921 PE 
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H. hath done nothing to convince me, that the Doxoio-$ 
gy I uſe is not of this Nature, and I am pertc&ly latis:y 4 
that it is. And then, as to my zealous Friends whom Mr. 
; H. -t repreſents as induſtriouſly avoiding every Scriptiure- 
: Form of Doxology, I haye tbis to ſay for them, That chey 
0 - ; 2 47% 
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have too much Senſe to be banter'd out of what Mr. H.: 
by way of Seer calls their Or:hodoxy; and that if he wou'd 
convince either them or me, it muſt be by Reaſon and Scrip- 
ture; we are not ſo weak as to be impreſs'd by any thing 
elſe. Nor is it true, that we induſtriouſly avoid any of the. 
Scripture Doxologies; we approve of them all; I have of- 
ten heard them ufed. I ſoinetimes uſe them my ſelf, and 
| ſcarce ever fail, at the End of one of my Prayers, to uſe 
the Scripture Doxology that I am defending. But if I ne- 
* C. | ver uſcd the very Scripture Forms, as long as none of my 


/ Doxologies are contrary to Scripture, but perfectly agreeable 

(to the Senſe thereof, I am lafe. I don't know that J am ob- 
Iiged, either in Prayer or Fraiſe, to uſe none but Scripture 
Exprefſions: And it I did uſe them, but put the Senfe upan 
them that Mr II. t and ſome others do, tho? there cou'd, 
be no Exception againlt the Expreſſion, yet neither my Prayers 
or Prailes might tor ali that bs gr ecable to Scriptare. The 
Scriptures may be wreſted, and IT think I have made it abun- 
dantly evident, that Mr. {----: doth wreſt them, and that he 
goth it moſt notoriouſly in the moſt ſolemn Concerns. he. 1 

| bath with God, feeing he denies all Worſhip to the Holy 

* ©4177, to whom in Baptiſm he was devoted; and only wor- 

| ſhips our Saviour as a Creature, or Made Being. If Mt. 

H- t can excule ſuch Worſhip from being Sacrilegious and 

Tavlatrous, | can't. 

Mr. Ir, in p 11. ſpeaking about the MSS. of St. Maze 

ewe Golpel, which I had been confidering, ſays, “ that 

& jt looks odd, that I ſhou'd roundly ſay, that the Doxolo- 

& py js in the molt ancient Greek MSS. becauſe I allow, 

& that the Cambriage and Vatican are ſome of the oldeſt, ” 2 

But with Mr. //----:?*s Leave, there is nothing in this that is | bf 

at all odd, tor even a very ſmall Meaſure of Candour wou'd 

have let him fee, that there is nothing in this that cou'd de- 


l ' 
: 
» 4 


ferve his Cenlure; tor when I had with ſo much Reaſon ff 
rejected the Cambridge and Vatican MSS. becauſe fo miſe- 6 
rably mangled, interpolated, and ſpoil'd, as the Learned \ 
think, by the Latin Scriber, Mr. H-- -r cou'd not well un- 8 


derſtand my Meaning to be any other than this, v/2. That 
the Doxolopy was in the moſt ancient Creek MSS. that 
were good ror any thing, or worthy of Regard. By which 
he muſt underſtand, I intended that at Baſil, and the fiſteen 
that Br zgenſts had [een at Pars, all which had the Doxolo- 
gy. Accordingly I laid, after Mr. Foxes, the beſt, as well 
as oOſt ancient, which, for a Realon beſt known to him» 
ſelf, Mr. H----z left out. 
I thought I had ſaid enough to put Mr. H. out of — 
| N | ceit 
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ceit with Origen. But Mr. H. e ſays, p. 11.“ I have un- 
« happily betray'd my ſelf, c.. But not ſo much per- 
haps as he may imagine; for as to the Book entitled Nei ie, 
tis only ſuppos'd, but not certain, that it was writ by Ori- 
gen; and therefore nothing, I think, can be juſtly pleaded as 
to Origen's Opinion trom this Book: But if it be really Ori- 
gen's, it hath been tranſlated into Latin as well as other of 
his Works; and if it had not, why might nor he, accord» 
ing to his too common Cuſtom, leave out this as well as 
other Paſſages of Scripture, when he was writing his Com- 
mentarics; and eſpecially if he uſed that ſcandalous Na. 
rexe-Copy which he had ſuch a fond Regard for. Mr. H. 
calls it very impertinent in me, p. 12. that 1 ſuggeſt this; 


but for ſuch a ſtrange Reaſon as every one will preſently 


ſee where the Impertinen y (it any be) lies, when I mention 
it. © However (ſays Mr. H ---:) he might happen to for- 
« get ſome part of a Text in other Places, tis extremely 
„ unlikely he ſhou'd forget the Doxology, which, if it was 
* as ancient as the Golpel, he muſt certainly have often 
© read, and heard repeated, and learn'd, when he learn'd 
© the Lord's Prayer.” Wonderful Reaſoning! for hath 
not Mr. H- himſelf often read, heard, repeated, and learn'd 
the Lord's-Prayer with the Doxology ; and yet when he 
comes to write about it, he diſcards it? and why might not 
Origen do the ſame, when he writ his Commentaries? There 
inge be no Defect in his Memory, but an Alteration in his 
u 
gard he had to his Nazarene Copy, By this every one may 
— ſee where the great Impertinency mention'd by Mr. 
— Will ſtick; nor will it help him at all, that he quotes 
the Inquiry into the Conſtitution, Fc. p. 35, 38. Part II. By 
referring us to this Learned Author, one wou'd imagine that 
Mr. H----z wou'd have it believ'd, that he reaſon'd as he 
doth; (or elſe I can't ſee to what Purpoſe he is quoted) 
but as this Learned Author doth always reaſon after another 
Rate, ſo all that is ſaid of Origen, p. 35, 36. (for in p. 38. 
there's not a Word ſpoken of him) is, That Chriit gave us 


a Prayer, with which he commanded us to pray unto the 


Father. Whether it had, or had not the Doxology, is not 
ſaid; and therefore I leave it to the World to be conſider'd, 


whether there be not ſomething worſe than Impertinence, in 


. referring to a Book (of ſo great and juſt a Reputation as the 
Enquiry) as countenancing that which it hath not one word 
about, except in favour of what I ſay, which it hath, p. 34. 
and quotes Origen de Oratione for it. 


'T was no Vanity in me, as Mr. i -t ſuggeſts, p. 12. to 
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( 22 » ) 
mention an Obſervation of Dr. Towerſon, and other Learn- 
ed Men, that the Prayer wou'd ſeem imperfect without the 


Doxology, I mention'd another Obſervation, p. 45. which 
(for a Reaſon that may be ealily gueſs'd) Mr. H----z hath 


thought convenient to paſs over, as he hath moſt things that 


are material. St. Lule, notwithſtanding what Mr H----z 
ſuggeſts, is, I think, ſufficiently ſecur'd from all Reflexion, 
(tho' he omit the Doxology) by what I ſay, p. 55, 56. and 
therefore I can't but complain of it as very unfair in Mr. 
H. t, that he ſhould make that an Objection, which I had 
fully obviated and anſwer'd before. 

But what Name doth it deſerve, that Mr. H. in p. 12. 
ſhou'd repreſent me as arguing, * That becauſe David did 
* begin a Prayer with bleſſing God, and aſeribing Glory to 


© him, ther: fore 'tis likely Chriſt wou'd, ter this Example, 


* conclude his Prayer with a Doxology ?” Let the Reader 
be pleaſed to look into p. 45. of my Preſervative, and there 
he'll ſee, that my Words are, and why may'nt we ſay with 
great probability, that our Saviour alſo (who never cared to 
difter trom the Low! any farther than was neceſſary) might 
in directing his Diſciples to pray, put a farther Honour up- 
on David, whoſe Son, and Lord he was, by inſerting a Part 
of his excellent Prayer into his own? I leave it to the can- 
did Reader, whether I am not very abuſively treated, when 
I han't a Word of Beginning, or Conclading, which Addi- 
tions of his own, it taken away, wou'd ſpoil his Feſt upon 
me, but now, can't fail to expoſe himſelf. If Mr. H- 
will advance Things which he can't defend, let him how- 
ever be juſt to thoſe who oppoſe him, and not take ſuch. 
unbecoming Methods to cover over his own Weaknels. 

Mr. H----+ wou'd fain make ſomething of it p. 12. that 
the Doxology in St. Matth. is not repeated by the Apoſtles 
among all their Doxologies: But this is far enough from 


Sewing, that they did not derive their Cuſtom of uſing fre- 


quent Doxologies from this Directory of our Saviour that J 
have been defending ; but it ſerves much however to con- 
firm an Obſervation I made, vg. That it was given by our 
Saviour as a Directory, rather than a Form But yet, I allow, 
it may be very ſafely uſed to either of theſe Purpoſes. And 
take it how we will, there cou'd be no Occaſion for its 
being repeated; but that there ſhou'd be ſo many Doxologres 
in the Scripture-Epiſtles, and Primitive Writers, and no 
Direction given about it by our Saviour himſelf, will ſeem 
range to any that ſhall conſider Things with Calmneſs and 
Judgment. ED e 
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I had ſaid ſo much to ſink the Credit of the Cambridge 
and Vatican MSS. that moſt Men of Senſe, I believe, will 
think; that Mr. H. muſt have little to ſay, when he is 
(till harping upon this old String: And really, it muſt be a 
very poor Cauſe, that muſt be ſupported, as Mr. {----: doth 
his, by ew Calumnies, p. 12, 13. and two old MSS. that 
are good for little or nothing: But Mr. H. ſeems very 
loth to give up his Cauſe, tho? he can't defend it. And acs 
cordingly, ſays he, p. 13. To the Greek MS. from whieh 
« the Gorhick Verſion was made, I oppoſe that from which 
© the Saxon was made.” That is, according to Dr. Mill, 
he oppoſeth a //er/ion that was made from a Verſion, and that 
a very corrupt one, to a Verſion that was made from a molt 
excellent Greek Exemplar, or M5 *. This ſhews, that 
Mr. H. f is reſolved to bluſter, tho" at the Expence of 
expoſing himſelf and Cauſe. As to the Latin Verſion, which 
he alſo oppoleth to the Gothich, I ſhall have Occaſion to 
conſider it by and by. 

Mr. H----z ſays, 's 13. That my Tranſlation of the 
„ Doxology in Polycarp's Prayer, unhappily ſhews, either 
that I don't underſtand the plaizeſt Greek, or elſe, that I 
* have wickedly mil-tranſlated it, to ſerve a Turn of Or- 
„ thodoxy.” But wou'd here beg leave to adviſe Mr. H.. e 
to forbear ſuch Language, ſeeing theſe Cenſures perhaps may 
be too raſh and halty, and only the Effects, either of Iguo- 
rance, Or too much Rage againſt me: For as to the Tranſlation 
itſelf, 1 tind it to be perfectly agreeable (except in the Tranſla- 
tion of the Word 344, whichMr. H- hath no Objection 
againſt) with the Tranſlation of the learned Author of the Eu- 
quiry into the Conſtitution of the Primitive Church t, who 
can't be ſuſpected of being ignorant of the Greek Language, 
or of having any wicked Deſign, This learned Author, I 
own, might have render'd & with, as I intended to have 
done, to prevent all ObjeCQtion, and this would have been 


agreeable ro our own Tranſlation in ſeveral Inſtances where 


the Prepoſition & is uſed, and tranſlated with, which would 
have ſerved my Purpoſe, as well as aud. I'll mention two 
Inſtances, (1.) Matth. iii. 11. euro; vas Ge, ir r 
d xe opi, He ſhall baptize you with the Holy Ghoſt and 
with Fire. (2.) The like Inſtance we have Ads i. 5. vi 
TN Banliobyriods is Trivwars dyiw ov prrh FOANGG radrag » pwipags 
But ye ſhall be baptized with the Holy Ghoſt not many Days 
hence. If therefore inſtead of and, I had put with, it wou'd 


have ſerv'd my Deſign as well; but and, I thought, wou'd 


+ Enquiry, &c. P. II. p. 34) 
make 


® Mill, Prolegem, p. 1514 152. Edit, Ns. 
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make it run a little more eaſily, and therefore, as I knew, 
that I had faithfully preferv'd Polycarp's Senſe, fo I cou'd 
juſtly deſerve no blame, that I gave it the rendering that I 
did. That this rendering is perfectly conſonant to Polycarp's 
Senſe will appear from two very ancient Interpretations of 
part of Polycarp's Prayer and Doxology, as preſerved in 
8ocrates, one made by Rafinus, and the other alſo of very 
great Antiquity, both which I ſhall crave the Reader's Leave 
to inſert, to ſhew, that I had no Tarn of Orthodoxy to ſerve 
but what is very Honourable. The firſt I ſhall mention runs 
thus, Ob hanc rem te benedico in omnibus, et glorior, per 
SEternum Pontificem Omnipotentem Feſum Chriſtum per 

em tibi, et cum ipſo, et cum Spiritu ſaudto, Gloria nunc et 
im futurum in ſæcula ſeculorum, Amen. i. e. For this reaſon 
I bleſs thee in all Things, and praiſe thee, through the eter- 
nal and omnipotent High- Prieſt Chriſt Jeſus, through whom, 
to thee, and with him, and with the Holy Ghoſt, be Glory, 
now, and henceforward, to eternal Ages, Auen“. The 
latter part of the Doxology, according to Xufinus's Interpre- 
tation runs thus, Per Miternum Deum et Pontificem Feſum 
Chriſtum, dilectum ſilium tuum: Per quem, et cum quo, 
gibi cum Spiritu ſancto, Gloria, &c. i. e. Through the eter- 
nal God, and High-Prieſt, thy beloved Son; through whom, 
and with whom, to thee, with the Holy Ghoſt, be Glory, 
cf. The great and very learned Archbiſhop Uſher (to 
whoſe Writings J am obliged as in the Margin for theſe In- 
terpretations) obſerves, that were it not for theſe Interpre- 
tations that I have mentioned, the Doxology of Polycarp, as 
preſerv'd in Eſebius, might be ſuſpected as made in favour 
of the Arians, becauſe the Prepoſitions in this Doxology are 
changed, and not the ſame as in the Doxology preſerved by 
Socrates, which he thinks to be the true one; becauſe it 
came from Irenæut, who was Polycarp's Diſciple, and runs 
as in the Margin f; and in Exgliſh thus, For this Reaſon, 
and for all Things, I will pralle thee, I will bleſs thee, I 
will glorify thee with the eternal and heavenly Chriſt Jetus 
thy beloved Son, with whom, to thee, and the Holy Ghoſt, 
be Glory, Q c. 

What I have offer'd puts it beyond all doubt, that T cov'd 
not have preſerv'd Polycarp's Senſe, unleſs I had tranſlated 
the i with, or and as (to make it run a little more fluently 
I have done. I wou'd hope, Mr. .f was a perte 


Vid. Uſer. ds S. Polycar. Martyr. p. 25. + ber. in ata Polycarp. p. 66. 
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Stranger to all this, or elſe, he wou'd never by his high and 
reproachful Charges have given me a Handle to ſet this Mat- 
ter in a Light that can never be for his Honour. As there- 
fore IJ have not in the leaſt perverted Polycarp's Seuſe, ſo it 
muſt be evident, that I cou'd have no Turn to ſerve but 
that of Truth. I wiſh Mr. H----: might not have a worſe 
Turn to ſerve than I had. *Tis very plain that he hath per- 
verted the Senſe of Polycarp's Doxulogy; but I wou'd chari- 
tably believe he hath done it, becauſe he knew no better: 
But if he did, every one mult ſee, where the Charge of 
Wickeaneſs that he hath advanced againit me mult reſt; and 
what very odd and unjuſtifable Methods ſome will take to 
advance the Arian Cauſe. But is it not, after all, very 
ſtrange, that ſuch Perſons, when they have nothing elle to 
ſay, ſhow'd ſeem to think, that by loading Perſons with 
Charges of Ignorance, and Hickedneſs, and paſſing a poor 
Sneer upon Orthodoxy, they have done Honders, and an- 
Iwer'd every thing? 

Mr. JJ.“ is not fair, p. 13. in repreſenting what I ſay 
about £:zargies : For beſides what he quotes, I ſay, p. 54. 
If Perſons wou'd be at the pains to read what ſeveral learned 
Men have ſaid, they muſt, I believe, be convinced, that 
there were no ſuch Liturgies in being, as this Doxology is 
ſaid to be taken from till the fifth Century, and that there- 
fore the Doxo/ogy muſt be older than theſe Liturgies from 
which it is ſaid to be taken. This Mr. {1----: ſhou'd have 
quoted, but then it wou'd have ſpoiled the Queſtions that 
he puts, and his reaſoning againſt me, p. 13. But farther, 
he ſays, there were Liturgies in Chryſoſtom's Time, and that 
is enough, and for this quotes Mr. P---ce, p. 14: I allow, 
that Mr. Pierce ſpeaks to this Purpoſe; Vind. of Diſſent. 
Part 3. p. 423- 2d Edit. But docs he ſay, that there were 
any ſe:tled Liturgiet, or ſuch as are called Church Liturgies, 
(from which the Doxology in the Lord's Prayer might be 
added?) No, this is what he was arguing againſt, If there- 
fore they uſed any Forms of Prayer (which yet is very un- 
certain) they were Forms of their own compoling, and for 
þ their own particular Uſe. And even Mr. Þ---ce ſays, and 
; Mr. H----z þy quoting him owns in Effect, that no Council 
or Emperor peeſcribed the ſame Form of Prayers to all the 
Miniſters in a Province; and how then cou'd theſe with 
any Propriety or Truth be calPd Chvrch-Liturgies? And 
farther, can it ever be thought, that Chryſoſtom wou'd make 
a Doxology that he did not find in the Greek Copies that he 
had, and then add it to Scripture, and afterwards expound 
it, and preach upon it as part _ God's Word? Such a oy 
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of groſs and abominable Forgery muſt have ruined Chry- 


ſoſtom's Reputation effectually: But Mr. H- t, I believe, 


is the firſt Perſon that ever ſuggeſted any thing of this Na- 


ture againſt Chryſoſtom. But farther, there is much reaſon 


to think, that there was no ſuch thing as a Liturgy or Form 
in Chryſoſtom's Time, unleſs we ſhall call a Pſalm-Bool, or 
the Lord's Prayer by that Name: And for this I refer to 
Mr. Robinſon's Anſwer to Mr. Beunet, p. 183. to 185. 
where a full Antwer may be ſeen to what is urg'd from 
Chry/o/tom upon this Head. 

Mr. H----z ſays, p. 14. That 'tis prodigioufſy unac- 
© countable in me to ſpeak as I do of the Latin Verſion, 
& and the Latin Fathers who follow'd it, as not fit to de- 
& cide in this Diſpute, and that I ſhou'd treat the Arabick 
„ Verſion in the Polygloz, the Coprick, and the Saxon that 
« were made from the Latin MSS. with Contempt; be- 
& cauſe their Authority hath been pleaded to defend the Ge- 
„ nuineſs of that conteſted Paſſage, r John v. 7, 8.” Now 
J readily allow to Mr. H----z, that this hath been offer'd 
by ſome to juſtify the retaining of this Paſſage as a part of 
ſacred Scripture. But why ſhou'd this be ſo unaccountable ? 
And what Occaſion cou'd there be for Mr H----?'s Excla- 
mation? © Oh! the Force of Bigotry and Zeal, which hath 
& now led you ſo eagerly to condemu them! I beſeech you 
ce bea little more conſiſtent with yourſelf for your own 
« Reputation's Sake.” But here, I wou'd beg leave again 
to adviſe Mr. H. t, not to be fo raſh and haſty: For 
might I not in my Turn ſay, That 'tis prodigiouſly unac- 
countable in Mr. H----z, to be ſo very zealous for the Latin 
Verſion, and Fathers: and yet allow, as *tis ſaid, no Room 
in his Bible for this Text, when yet it is in the Latin Ver- 
Fow; and when Cyprian, Tertullian, c. quote it as a part 
of Scripture ? Might I not alſo ſay with more Reaſon, Oh! 
the Force of Bigotry in thoſe that deny the Godhead of our 
$22104r, and the Holy Ghoſt! But I forbear making ſuch a 
Return, as ſenſible, that ſuch Exclamations carry nothing 
of Argument, and very often betray a want of it, as plainly 
it doth, in the preſent Caſe: For Mr. H----z: migbit nave 
obſerv'd, that tho? I ſpeak of this Verſion as very corrupt, 
and full of Faults and Blunders, p. 49. yet I allo ſay there, 
that it is eſpecially thus corrupted in the Goſpels. And 
then, in what Reſpect am I more inconſiſtent with my- 
ſelf, than the very learned Dr. Mill? For tho' no one can 
blame the Latin Verſion more than he doth; yet he pleads, 
that it hath juſtly preſerv'd this Paſſage, and makes it highly 
probable at leaſt, that Cyprian and Tertullian who quote 5 
recover” 
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' recover'd it from ſome Greek Copies that they got a Sight 


of. He alſo gives a probable Account, how it came to be 
dropp'd at firſt out of ſome MSS. and how this Omiſſion 
might ſpread, and become more general afterwards. Mr. 
H--=-t fays, © it is not found in any Greek MS. now in the 
& World, older than Printing, except one in Ireland writ- 
ce ten ſince the End of the {exzh Century.” This, I be- 
lieve, is much more than Mr. H----: knows; for tho' ſome 
may be more regardleſs of MSS. now, than they were be- 
fore Printing came in Faſhion, yet I can hardly think that 
all thoſe MSS. are loſt that were uſed by the Compilers of 
the Complutenſian, by Robert Stephens, and by Beza, in 
their Editions of the New Teſtament; for to ſay nothing of 
the zoble Complutenſian Edition, Robert Stephens, who put 
out an Edition of the New Teltament, in which this Paſ- 
ſage is, in the Year 1549 tells us, that he was aſſiſted by 
Books to which he gives this Title, Vetuſtatis ſpecie pene 
adorandos, i. e. almoſt worthy to be ador'd for their Anti- 
quity; from which his Edition did not differ ſo much as in 
one Letter; upon which the learned Dr. Mill ffys, (who 
was a much better Judge of theſe Matters than Mr. H-, 
or I) that he wou'd never have given them this Title, un- 
leſs they had been 700, or rather Soo Years old x. To the 
ſame Purpoſe, Bega (whoſe Edition came out 1556.) tells 
us, that he himſelf had read the conteſted Paſſage in ſome 
of Stephens's old Buoks, which he would never have ven- 
tur'd to ſay, when Sehens himſelf was the Printer, if not 
true; and very probable it is, that theſe were the very an- 
cient Books that Stephens himſelf ſpeaks of. If therefore all 
theſe Books be not loſt, Vir. TIA mult be greatly miſtaken, 
that there is no Greek MS. in the World that hath the 
Patlage, older than Printing, except one in Ireland, e. 
Farther, it Dr. Mill be right, Mr. H----t is greatly miſtaken 


in ſaying, that this Paſſage is to be found in no Greek Fa- 


ther but 1:nxel Colecas of the 14th Century. Why Ma- 
uuel is call'd a Father by Mr. H, I don't know; but 
as to Mr. 11.—-'s Aſſertion, Dr. Mill ſays, that it is to be 
found in a Writer much older than this Manuel; namely, 
in the Author of the Diſputation in the Council of Nice, un- 
der the Name of A hangſius, who lived in the 5th Century 
if not before. He quotes alſo Jrenæus and Clemens Alex- 
audrinu', as thoſe who had icen the Greek MSS. in which 
this Paſlage was; and upon the whole concludes, that we 
ought to retain it, and that the Latin Verſion, tho” prodi- 


Mill. N.v. Teflament, p.585, 
D's giouſſy 
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. giouſly faulty, had yet this Paſſage from Greek MSS. I 
hope Mr. II. f is more modeſt than to exclaim againſt the 


learned Doctor (whatever he may ſay of me) Oh! the Force 
of Bigotry and Zea]! I have tranſgreſs'd in length, in an- 
{wering this Paragraph; but Mr. H., tho? large upon 
the next Chapter about the Commandments, hath yet ex- 
cuſed me from ſaying very much, becauſe he hath in effect 
given up the greateſt part of what he had offer'd in his Col- 
lection of Notes and Diſcourſes upon that Subject. 

In vindicating this Diſcourſe, Mr. H----z is pleaſed to 
begin in his uſual way, p. 14. telling me, © That I have 
„ exceſſively outdone myſelf, and tranſgreſſed the utmoſt 
* Bounds of Decency, Truth and Chriſtianity, and that he 
** eaſily deſpiſeth the apparent Malice of a moſt tedious and 
** wordy Diſcourſe, e.“ But what Occaſion have I given 
for all this Wrath? Why, Mr. H- talks, as if 1 had re- 
preſented him as writing "Things dangerous to Morality, and 
he tells me, not only, “ that he knows he hath not, but 
that Men of the greateſt Senſe, Penetration and Virtue 
„ aſſure him, that 'tis plain he hath not.“ I am not ſolli- 
citous to know, who theſe wonderful Men are; but yet may 
venture to believe, that Men of as much Sexje, Penetration, 


and Virtue think he hath. He tells me, © he fully guarded 


„ againſt any Miſinterpretation of his Deſiga.” But it was 
not againſt his Deſigu (which I knew nothing of) but his 
Book that I wrote, and fairly quoted what he had laid ; and 
if he had ſaid no more than what he repeats p. 14. I ſhou'd 
not 'tis likely have taken fo much notice of it: But then, 
what need was there of 23 Pages to prove what nobody de- 
nies, viz, That the ten Commandments as deliver'd to 
Moſes, and by him to the Jets, don't bind us under that 
very Conſideration, or formally, as Mr. Baxter ſpeaks. Three 
Lines, as well as 23 Pages, wou'd have been ſufficient to 
deliver ſuch a Notion or Metaphyſical Nicety to the World; 
and Mr. H.., I believe, wou'd have had no Antagoniſts, 
except as to theſe Expreſſions, That Chriſtians are obliged 
to perform moſt of the Duties that are required, and to 
abſtain from molt of the "Things that are forbidden in the 
ten Commandments. If Mr. H----'s Meaning in them was 
what he now lays, *twas odly enough, I think, expreſs'd, 


and hardly any one, I believe, beſides himſelt, cou'd under- 
ſtand, that they had only a Reference to the fourth Com- 


mandment: But to let that pais for the preſent, aud his very 
notable Explication of thefe Expreſſions, I wou'd (if he 
can be calm after ſo much Wrath, which, by the way, 
docs not ſeem to bo the beſt Sign of any extraordinary Re- 


gard 


F 
© 
* 
» 


(29) 

gard to Morality, unleſs his Notions of Morality be diffe- 
rent from thoſe of other Men) humbly ask him, or any of 
his Friends whom he ſo much extols, whether this Para- 
graph be ſuch a ſufficient Guard as he ſpeaks of, and whe- 
ther this can be all (if Words ſignify any thing) that can be 
meant by ſuch Expreſſions as I have quoted from him? I 
think, a quatenus deliver'd to the Fews, or we are not 
bound by any Authority, of the Law of Moſes, can hel 
him but little, when he ſays, * Theſe Precepts in the Few: 
% Religion that require Moral Duties don't oblige us. That 
« to ſay that the Moral Part of the ten Commandments 
% doth oblige Chriſtians, is a ſtrange and indefenſible No- 
„ tion. That the New Teſtament is ſo far from obliging 
“ Chriſtians to obey the ten Commandments, that it fre- 
&« quently declares they are aboliſped, and ceaſe to be a Rule 
to the Church of God. That the Apoſtles were zo Mi- 
uiſters of the ten Commandments, and therefore theſe 
Commands don't oblige Chriſtians ; that the Apoſtles re- 
preſent the ten Commandments and the Goſpel as zwo 
different and inconſiſtent Things, that the ten Command- 
ments like the other Parts of the Moſaic Law can't be 
Part of the Goſpel, but are put in Oppeſizion to it.” I 
forbear to mention ſeveral other Paſſages, which I men- 
tioned in my Preſervative, becauſe theſe do abundantl 
ſhew, that whatever Mr. H----z's Intention might be, theſe 
Expreſſions carry another Signification, than that, they don't 
oblige us guaterzs deliver'd to the Fews, or formally: For 
tho” it ſhou'd be allow'd, that they don't bind us fries. 
which is the moſt that Mr. Baxter ſays, yet, conſider'd as 
Moral Precepzs, they don't, nor is it poſſible that they ſhou'd 
ceaſe to be a Rule to the Church or God. And where, I 
beſeech Mr. H:, is the oddneſs of my Fancy, which he 
ſpeaks of, p. 15. to repreſent him as declaring, that Moral 
Precepts are aboliſhed, when his own Words are, that it is 
a ſtrange and indefenſible Notion, to ſay, that the Moral 
Part of the ten Commandments doth oblige Chriſtians, and 
that the New "Teſtament doth frequently declare that they _ 
8388 and ceaſe to be a Kule to the Church of 
God: 

There is not one Commandment in the ten that is not a 
Moral Precept; nor is there any Part of theſe Precepts that 
can be pretended to be of any other than a Moral Nature, 
except a very ſmall Part of the fourth. If therefore, ac- 
cording to Mr. H=--z, theſe Precepts are aboliſhed, my Re- 
preſentation of him was very juſt, when I repreſent him 
as declaring, that Moral Precepis are aboliſhed ; But he ſays, 
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p. 16. I cou'd not miſtake his Meaning; becauſe of what he 
had ſaid in his two Letters to Mr. Yowler, and his Letter 
to me. I am very glad to find, that he had, it ſeems, a 
np Meaning in his odd and unaccountable Expreſſions: 
ut a Writer, I think, ſhou'd take care, that his Expreſſions 
mayn't be calculated ro do Miſchief. Mr. H----z might have 
a good Meaning, tho? he ſhou'd ſay, that we are not oblig'd 
to honour our Parents, to abſtain from Murder, Adultery, 
Theft, Falſe-witneſs, Blaſphemy, c. for his Meanin 
might be, that we are oblig'd indeed to abſtain from theſe 
Sins, but that we are not oblig'd to abſtain from theſe Sins, 
by the Laws of the ten Commandments quatenus deliver'd 
to the Jews. But ſuch a way of ſpeaking hath an ill Ten- 
dency, and is too likely to poiſon and pervert Mens Minds 
and Inclinations, before the good Meaning may be known, 
or the poor Metaphyſical Remedy comes. And 'tis a very 
lame Pretence (when the Miſchief is done) for a Man to ſay, 
that he had a good Meaning ; that his Intentions were very 
harmleſs ; that his Expreſſions were taken in another Senſe 
than he intended them, tho* they cou'd not (if any Regard 
be had to Language) be taken otherwiſe; and after all 
(without altering the common Meaning of Words) be made 
conſiſtent with what he ſays was his Meaning, by the pow- 
erful Help of all his Metaphyſichs, in which he was yet 
obliged at laſt to ſeek for Refuge. But I am blam'd by 
Mr. H----: for writing againſt him, after he had explained 
his Meaning to Mr. Yowler and myſelf, To which I have 
this to offer, that what he had ſaid to Mr. Yowler was 
not ſufficient to obviate the Miſchief, that his Book, which 
was publiſhed to the World, was likely to do: For the 
Controverſy between him and Mr. Yowler was carried 


on in a News-Paper, which wou'd (probably fall but into 


very few Hands; whereas, my Deſign was to make my 
Preſervative as extenſive as Mr. H----t's Book, and to 
provoke to a fair Defence, which now I find is not practi- 
cable, or to a public Retractation, which I hope I have in 
{ome ſmall meaſure obtain'd, tho' I ſhou'd have been glad, 
it Mr. {----:'s Zemper wou'd have allow'd him to bealittle 
more plain and explicit in his Retractation. Tis ſome Sa- 
tis faction to me, that Mr, H, p. 27. hath fo quictly ſuf- 
fer'd his Nize Argument,, as he calls them, to fall a Sacrifice 
to what I had ſaid, and that the great Thing he hath to ſay 


i their Defence is, That I had perfectly miſtaken the 


% Detign of them, and that he had the leſs need to defend 
„them, becauſe it was already done to his Hands by the 
„ grcat and judicious Mr. Baxter.” This I take to be gi- 
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ving up the Cauſe as indefenſible; for notwithſtanding what 
he ſays of Mr. Baxter, he muſt be beholding to his good 
Meanings, or elſe, Mr. Baxter's quatenus or as ſuch won't 
help him: What Mr. Baæter's laſt and moſt matare Thoughts 
were, I have quoted; in which, if there be any Meaning 
in Words, he is as expreſly againſt what Mr. H. -r fays in 
his Book as can be, whatever he may ſay in his Book of the 
Lord's-day, which I have not; but I know twas writ a great 
many Years before his Methodus and Annotations ; becauſe 
after *twas writ, he prefix'd to a Book about the Lord's-day 
an Epiſtle to the Reader, in 1671. in which Epiltle he highly 
commends this Book, which hath ſeveral things very contra- 
ry to what Mr. H -t hath advanced, which made me leſs 
ſollicitous to enquire after Mr. Baxter's Book on the Lord's- 
day, to ſee whether he had been fairly dealt with by Mr. 
H----t. 

Mr. H.— -f indeed, in his Letter to me, ſays that he ſeri- 
ouſly declar'd he meant no more than what the Words quo- 
ted by him from Mr. Baxter do plainly and neceſſarily mean, 
and that if any of his Expreſſions were capable of meaning 
more, he wou'd heartily retract them: I knew they were ca- 
pable of meaning more, and that they cou'd not be recon- 
cil'd with Mr. Baxter, any more than with Scripture; but J 
knew alſo, that a private Krtractation was not ſufficient. 
Mr. H- -s Book was gone abroad, given Offenſe to ſome 
done Miſchief, as I was told, to others; and therefore [ 
thought it neceſſary to provoke him to account for his dan- 
28 Expreſſions more publickly; and therefore, ſeeing he 

ath not been able, or thought fit to juſtify them, why hath 
he not (according to his Promiſe) retracted them; I mean, 
more fairly and explicitely, and own'd as well that his Ex- 
preſſions were odd, as that his Meaning was good? If Mr. 
f had done this, he had acted ingenuouſly ; but indeed, 
I cou'd have no great Reaſon to expect it, when I faw with 
what Airs of Haughtineſs and Imperiouſneſs his Letter was 
writ, and that it diſcover'd ſo much of a 7. 1 that will 
never yield much to Rerractation. I thought Mr. H----z had 
more Prudence, than to diſcover him̃ſelf ſo plainly to the 
World by printing ſuch a Letter, which can no way help 
his Cauſe, that I ſee, unleſs any are fatisfy*d thereby, that 
however dangerous to Morality many of his Expreſſions 
were, he had no Meanings in them but what were good. 

I did not charge Mr. H- with having a particular Pigue 
againſt the firſt Commandment, but only ſaid, If he had, &&c. 
(which I did not know but he might, as well as one that 
ſeem'd to be in his Sentiments, I mean, the Author of an 


Appeal 
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Appeal to a Tark or an Indian) and therefore, I believe, 
ſcarce any one but the charitable Mr. H. -t wou'd have ad- 
vanced a Charge of downright Scandal and Slander, as p. 19. 
upon ſuch a Foundation: But 'tis very extraordinary what 
Mr. H----z ſays after this Charge, viz. ©* That he does not 
& think that any Part of Scripture more directly and demon- 
cc ſtrably over-turns my Doctrine (TI ſuppoſe by what follows 
he mult mean the Doctrine of the Trinity) “ than the Doc- 
<« trine of the firſt Commandment does. I am very glad 
Mr. H----: owns, that there is no Text more formidable 
than this; for if there be not, I hope the Doctrine is very 
ſafe: For, whatever Mr. H- t may, I can't think, that 
there is ſuch a wonderful Weight in that Word Me, (which 
Mr. H- wou'd have me to mind) as to amount to any 


probable Proof, and much leſs to Demonſtration; and to ſa- 


tisfy him that it doth not, I refer him to what I have already 
ſaid about the Perſonal Characters, I, Us, Sc. Mr. H- 
ſays, p. 20. © that I am known to hold, that the Father, 
«© Son, and Holy Ghoſt are three Spirits.” But I aſſure 


Mr. H-, that this can't be known of me, for I never 


held it. What Mr. H----z ſays in the next Paragraph, as 
taken from my Defence of the Aſſembly, I own : But the 
Interpretation that he puts upon it I diſown. And whereas 
he ſays, © that he hath been aſſur'd by one who hath talk'd 
© much with me on this Head, that this is my Opin'on ;” 
I muſt take the Liberty to ſay, that the Gentleman, whoever 
he was, mult be miſtaken, if he gave Mr. H- -t ſuch Aſ- 
ſurance. Mr. H----z, I know, hath been aſſur'd by one to 
whom he wrote, that I was no Sabellian, and that he cou'd 
not juſtly attack me upon that Head, as he deſign'd: But 
this Gentleman ſaid nothing about what Mr. H----z menti- 
ons as my Opinion; and Mr. H----: himſelf hath, I find, 
aſſur'd him, that he is not the Perſon whom he ſpeaks of, 
p. 20. Perhaps therefore Mr. H----t's Aſurance may be an 
Inference of his own, That I muſt be a Tritheiſt, becauſe 
he hath been told I am no Sabellian: But if Mr. H. -s 
Aſſurance amounts to more than this, I may be pretty 


_ confident, I believe, that it is no more than Hear-ſay; for 


why elſe ſnou'd he write to one with whom J have been ve- 
ry intimate, to be inform'd whether *twas true. But let this 
be as it will, if it may be to Mr. H----?'s, or any one's Sa- 
tisfaction, to know my Opinion, it is, That the Father is 
zruly and properly God; and that our Saviour, and the Holy 
Goat, are each of them truly and properly God; and that 
theſe three are One God. This was the Senſe of the Mem- 
bly, aud this is mine. Nice Explications I have always moſt 
carefully 


. — — 


(33) 

carefully avoided; as ſenſible that tho* the Doctrine is moſt 
true, and that the Godhead of the Father, and of the Son, 
and of the Holy Ghoſt, may be undeniably prov'd from 
Scripture, yet we ſhould unavoidably run our felves ito 
many Difficulties by ſuch Explications. The Explications 
that always pleas'd me beſt, are theſe of the firſt Article of 
the Church of Exgland, and that in the Aſſembly's Catechiſin, 
and therefore J am ſure I don't differ from the Majority of 
our Aſſembly ; fo that what Mr. A. fays, 52 20. of their 
having (according to my Opinion) two third of the Guilt 
of Atheiſm in them, c. I take to be no other than wi 
and etravag ant Tall, and ſuch as can't deſerve the leaſt Re- 

rd. Both they, and I, do firmly believe, that there is a 

od, and that there is but one God; and therefore it wou'd 
be very ſtrange if the firſt Commandment ſhou'd over- turn 
my Doctrine. And'tis no leſs ſtrange, if it ſhou'd not over» 
turn Mr. Hs: for he ſays, p. 34. We think it our 
„ Duty to worſhip Chriſt, c.“ But how can he venture 
to worſhip him with that religious Worſhip that he 'there 
fpeaks of, and yet deny his Godhead, or ſay, that he is not 
that God that we are required to own or worſhip by the 
firſt Commandment ? Is not this to fet up one as God that 
is not (according to Mr. H- --:) the Living aud True God? 
And how then can there be a more direct and plain Viola- 
tion of this Commandment, Thor ſhalt have no other Gods 
beſore me? I may therefore venture to ſay in my Turn, and 
that upon a much better Foundation than Mr. H. cou'd, 
That this Commandment doth directly over-turn Mr. H. —1˙8 
Doctrine; and therefore, if it be not aboliſh'd, Mr. H-+--z 
will never be able to excuſe his Worthip of our Bleſſed Sa- 
viour, when he won't allow him to be that God that is ſpo- 
ken of in the firſt Commandment.  _ | 

Mr. H----: fays, p. 20 © that *tis wilful Calumny in me 
« to compare him with Simon Magus, the Author of the 
Fable of the Bees, c. But is not the Doctrine that IT 
was oppoſing too near a-kin {which was my Expreſſion) to 
that of Simon Magus, Marcion, Manes ? If it was not, Mr. 
H. -t ſnou'd have ſhewn that I was miſtaken, before he had 
eall'd it Wilful Calumny; but where's the Calumny, except 
in Mr. H-, when I fay nothing but what is true? But 
this Language is become to familiar to him, that it paſſeth 
for very little with me; and will I believe, far the future, 
meet with the like Diſregard from molt others. But what 
Compariſon do I make between him and the Author of the 
Fable of the Bees? That which I ſaid was, that IT did not 
doubt, but that he wou'd be ready to ſay, with thiv noted 
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Author, That he had no Deſign to encourage Profancneſt; 
I never ſay that he had; but there ſay, That whatever an 
Author's Deſign may be in writing Books, he ſnou'd be very 
cautious how he writes: I hope there is no Hurt in this ; 


aud what ſignifies it, what the Deſigns of an Author be, if 


his Expreſſions have a dangerous Tendency, as I have made 
it clear Mr. H----?*s have? © 

Mr. H----: ſays, ſame Page, I know it to be falſe, 
* when I ſay, that he attempts to raze the ten Command- 
* ments out of the Bible;” but what is it leſs, when Mr. 
H. -= ſays they are aboliſh'd, that they don't oblige Chriſ- 
tians, and ceaſe to be a Rule to the Church of God? As to 
the other Part of the Paragraph, p. 21. which relates to the 


_ Miſchief that Mr. H. -s Notions are likely to do to Na- 


tural Religion, J had Occaſion to take Notice of it before, 
and am not conſcious of any Wickedneſs in ſaying as I did; 
and Mr. H----+ now finds, that I am not ingular in my 
Sentiments. | e 

Whether I differ from Mr. H- f or not, (which he ſays, 
p. 21. I do not) I ſnhou'd not however have ventur'd to talk 
of the Laws or God as Mr. H----: doth. We differ, I am 
ſure, very much in Expreſſion, and I think I take Words 
according to their uſual -Signification: But if Mr. H----?'s 
Words do want a wew Dictionary to explain their Meaning, 
*tis poſſible, I confeſs, that we may then differ and agree ar 
the ſame time Nor do I ſee how it cou'd be upon any 
other account than this, that Mr. /----: ſhou'd ſay, p. 22. 
e that I have, p. go. given up the whole of the Diſpute to 
„% him.” I deſire that p. 90, and 91. may be conſulted, and 
then every one will ſee, that the Way in which I have given 
up the whole Diſpute to Mr. H----z, is by offering things 


that he can never anſwer. RIr. H- -t ſays, © that none of 


t“ the ten Commandments oblige Chriſtians.“ I urge there, 
that the fifth Command (according to Mr. Baxter's Phraſe) 
is recited preceptively, and urged upon Chriſtians, as that 
which mult be obſerv'd by them, c. This is my way of 
giving up the whole of the Diſpute to Mr. -=, and yield- 
ing all that he had been contending for. But certainly eve- 
ry one muſt ſee, that Mr. H----: boaſts of a Victory that 
is only imaginary; and I can hardly ſuſpe& his own Senſe 
ſo much, as to imagine, that he thinks this to be any other 
than a Llouriſp, which perhaps wou'd not have been made, 
if what I otfer wou'd have admitted of a fair Anſwer : But 
thus I am frequently trifled with; and therefore tis very idle 
(to ſay no worſe) to talk of my heinous Wickedneſs 

and to call me to repent of my abuſive Invectives 2 
f Ous 


e 
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quite the contrary. And — how idle is it (when I 
A E 2 
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Malicious Harangues, the like to which he never read bes 
& fore.” Iam very apt to believe, that moſt will think that 
he ought to have excepted his own Pamphlet. But let this 
be as it will; ſuch Expreſſions coming from Mr. H. e, to 
whom they are ſo natural, will, I dare ſay, do me no Pre- 
judice: But if Mr. H- f hath any Thought of being ac» 
countable for his Words, I think he ought not to give him- 
ſelf ſuch anartountable Liberties, Mr. H----t may laugh at 
this, as he does at what I ſay next; and *tis well if he doth 
not come to laugh at every thing in a little time. A 

Mr. H. e is pleas'd 3 to his very common Ci- 
vility) to make a Jeſt of what I fay about the fourth Com- 
mandment, p. 73. but perhaps it may appear, when I publiſh 
my Diſcourſes on the fourth Commandment, that Mr. H. 
laughs at ſomething that he does not ſeem to underſtand. 
He wou'd not, I believe, a little rejoice, if I ſhou'd expoſe 
my ſelf to Ridicule: But for the preſent, I only aſſure him, 
that nothing that he ſays will in the leaſt diſcourage me from 
going on with my Deſign, in which I am (notwithſtanding 
what he ſays) perſuaded I ſhou'd have his utmoſt Encou- 
ragement, if he thought it wou'd in any meaſure weaken my 
Reputation. lager 

Mr. H. -'s Aſſertion that I was confidering, p. 74, 75. 
of my Preſervative, was, That the Commandments of 
the Old Teſtament were given to the Jews, and them on- 
* ly.” This Mr. H-, F preſume, found was not defen- 
ſible, and therefore now contents himſelf to ſlide over what 
I offer againſt this extravagant Aſſertion from ſeveral Places 
of Scripture, p. 75, 124, 125. And inſtead of ſaying any 
thing to theſe Texts, ſo directly contrary to what he had ad- 
vanced, he falls to his old and more eaſy Method of Carp- 
ing and Kaillery, p. 23. And how deſperate muſt his Cauſe 
immediately be, if this was not call'd in at a dead Lift, to 
ſupply his want of Argument? Þ ll venture to appeal to all 
Men of Senſe and Temper, whether the Aſſertions of Scrip= 
ture that I quote and urge, and that of Mr. H. that I was 
oppoſing, be not as contrary to each other- as Light and 
Darkneſs? And when I had mention'd ſo many things from 
the Old Teſtament, as urged by the Apoſtles upon Chriſtians,. 
in the New, had I not too much Reaſon to ſay, that the A» 
poſtle was of Opinion, tho' Mr. H. be not, that w 
was written aforetime, fc. i. e. (as any Perſon of Senſe 
and Candour muſt underſtand it) concerning the Command- 
ments of the Old Teſtament. Theſe Mr. H.: ſays were 
given to the Jews, and them only: But the Apoſtle ſays 


Was 


(36): 


was ſpeaking of the Commandments) for Mr. H.: to tell 
me, © That he had ſaid, and I quoted, that the Old Tefta- 
3 ment was of uſe to teach Chriſtians God's Attributes, & c.? 
8 This is nothing to the Argument that I was upon. And 
| What then muſt the World think of Mr. H. 's Charges of 


[i direct Falſhood; and that I knew it to be falſe when I 1 
1 wrote it? p. 23. But Mr. H----z ſays, p. 24. I know, he | 
1 teacheth Mr. P---ce's Catechiſm, and therefore that all Scrip- 

* ture is given by Iuſpiration, & c. The more culpable there- | 
. | fore is it in him, to caſhier all the Laws and Promiſes of the 4 
| Et Old Teſtament, as things in which Chriſtians have no Con- ; 


cern. The Apoſtles, I muſt believe, wow'd never have urged 
the Laws and Promiſes -of the Old Teſtament as they do, if 
they had not a much greater Veneration for them than Mr. 
H----r's Aſſertions wou'd allow me to believe he had. Mr. 
H., in this fame p. 24. charges me with a greſs Forgery, 
for ſaying that the Old Teſtament is of no other Uſe to 
Chriſtians, &. and for my Conviction (no doubt) ſpeaks 
concerning his Expoſition of the fourth Anſwer of Mr. P--ce's 
Catechiſm. This perhaps may be as wonderful as his Spe- 
cimen that he hath publiſh'd ; but I can't tell what it is, and 
perhaps never ſhall; and I dare fay *twill be no great Loſs 
Whether 1 do or no. But if Mr. H. - had quoted me 
Fairly, which he ſhou'd have been very careful to do, when 
he was managing a Charge of Forgery againſt me, I ſhou'd, 
I believe, (with all Perſons of Temper) have been excuſed 
from the Charge. That which I ſay, p. 122. is, that Mr. 
H-- r fays in ect, in purſuance of theſe very odd and falſe 
Aſſertions (i. e. That the Commands of the Old Teſtament 
were peculiarly given to the eus, and that the Promiſes of 
the Old Teſtament were peculiarly made to the Fews) That 
the Old Teſtament is of no other Uſe to Chriſtians, &'c. and 
does what he ſays afterwards prove that they arc of any other 
uſe, than to underſtand thoſe things which he had before 
mentioned, and are referr'd to in the New ? What is it be- 
fides that the Old Teſtament (which he himfelf had cafhier'd 
its Laws and Promiſes) helps us to underſtand ? Mr. H- 
(I am apt to think) muſt ſee, that this is what I intended, 
and therefore leaves out theſe Words, Mr. H----t ſays ix ef- 
fect; which plainly implies, that 1 allow'd he had ſaid ſome- 
thing more, but nothing to the Purpole. And therefore to 
charge me, with a glaring Inſtance of downright Forgery, 
« and that he ſhall be able to take my Word tor nothing ;” 
when he had no better Foundation for ſuch outrageous Expref- 
font, is not, I am ſure, to ſpeak or write as one who thinks, 
that for every idle or reproachful Word that Mer. foal ſpeak, 
they 
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(37) 
ive an Account thereof in the Day of Fadement. 
A wn 7 Cate needs no ſuch unchriſtian Rage, and a bad one 
can never be better'd by it. ; 0 
Mr. H---t, p. 25. finds fault (I think cauſeleſly) with the 
Tranſlation of Mat. v. 39. and therefore renders fi voi; g 
Leas, It hath been ſaid to them of old time, inſtead of, by 
them of old time. | allow, the Greek will warrant his reti- 
dring, and ſo alſo it will our Tranſlation; but I can by no 
means allow what he ſeems to aim at by this Tranſlation, 
vd. That Chriſt doth here give a new Law: For tis evident 
that Chriſt, in this Chapter, was giving the true Senſe of the 
old Law, which the Scribes had ſo wretchedly corrupted 

and perverted by their fa/ſe Gloſſes. 
I take it as wonderful in Mr. H-, that he ſhou'd be 
able to write two ſhort Paragraphs, in p. 25. without Railing 2 
But he very ſoon returns, in the ſame Page, to his old Work 
of charging me with © Maliciouſneſs, Impertinence, and 
„ dire, known, wilful Falfhood.” I hope he won't be 
offended, if I tell him, That ſuch perpetual harping upon one 
String, makes it extremely dull and nauſeous. But why 
ſhou'd it be thought malicious to ſpeak as I do, when Mr. 
H- ſays, as | quote him, p. 80, 81. That it can't be 
thought, that God ſpake theſe Ten to the People with his 
« own Voice, to imply, that theſe were of a more exalted 
«© and extraordinary Nature, than the reſt of the Commands 
* which he had to give them?” I endeavour'd to prove that 
they were; which Mr. H. -, for a very good Reaſon, hath 
not anſwer'd: But to make good his Charge, he fays he 
expreſly call'd the Command, to love God with all the Heart, 
the greateſt of all the Commandments. Very true, he doth 
ſay ſo : But I had told him, that this is imply'd, I think, tho? 
not expreſs'd, in the Commands of the firſt Table; ſo that, 
if there be any Meaning in Words, they were the Ten Com- 
mandments, and this among the reſt, which was imply'd in 
ſome of them of which Mr. H- ſays, that God did not 
intend to imply, that they were of a more exalted and ex- 
traordinary Nature than the reſt; i. e. as any one wou'd uns 
derſtand it, the Ceremonial Law. So that if Mr. K 
won't expreſs himſelf a little more cautiouſly, and ſo as that 
he can't be underſtood, unleſs we underſtand his ſecret 
Meanings as well as Words, I humbly hope that the moſt 
will excuſe me from Malice, Impertinence, and know! 
direct, wilful Falſnood, in ſpeaking as I do. And I mu 
leave it to the World to think as well as A of Mr. 
Hl----t, who deals ſo much in Charges of this Nature, with- 
Qut having any thing ſuitable to ſupport them. When 
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(38) 
When I ſay, p. 84. how daring it is to tell what God 
wou'd have done, or not have done, Mr. He ſays, p. 25. 


e that *tis plain he hath not.” What then is the Meanin 


of Mr. H. :s Words, p. 158 ? viz. © That the Diſtinction 
« was made by the People, and that if the People had com- 
te plain'd, when only five Commands had been deliver'd, E 
« ſuppoſe, God wou'd have deſiſted from ſpeaking, when 
« the five were pronounced: or if the People had borne 


„ the Terror longer, God wou'd have proceeded to publiſh 


« twelve, fourteen, or any other Number, in the ſame man- 
« ner.” What Meaning can Words have, if this be not to 
tell what God wou'd, or wou'd not have done? I have not 
yet met with one Perſon that has ſeen Mr: ----:'s Book, 
but underſtands theſe Words juſt as I do. And as to what 
Mr. H----: ſays E 26. I ſhall only ſay, That I am 
far from thinking that Moſes contradicted himſelf; but am 
forced to ditfer from Mr. H. -t about the exact Order of the 
Accounts in Exodus and Deuteronomy. My own Opinion is 
that they are more conciſe in the former; but more plain, an 

regularly placed, and related with greater Diſtiuction, Order, 
and Exadneſs, in the latter. And that the Fathers and other 


Divines have thought ſo as well as I, is plain from their O- 


inion, viz, That God gave the Ceremonial Law after the 

ews had fallen into Idolatry, to reſtrain them from the like 

ractice for the future. And 1 flatter my ſelf with this Per- 
ſuaſion, that there's ſcarce any unprejudiced Perſon, but will 
think of this Matter -as others have done, and I do. If I 
thought that God had ſaid otherwiſe, 1 ſhou'd very freely have 
choſen to take God's own Word by Moſes ; and this is what 
I muſt think I do. 

Mr. H- is forced to own, p. 28. That my Senſe of the 
Word Pædagegue was right, and his from Terence defeQive. 
What Occaſion then cou'd there be for Mr. H----?'s pretty 
Turn, if others will laugh at this, I can only pity you, but 
« I can't help it.” ?*Tis a little odd, that I ſhou'd deſerve 
Pity for being in the right : But this is very gentle Uſage to 
what I have been uſed to from Mr. H-; and therefore I 
* it over, and leave others to laugh or pity, as they ſee 
Occaſion; only minding Mr. H- -t once more, that he 
ought, I think, to have ſhewn a little more Compaſſion to 
his vine poor Arguments, and not have left them in ſuch a 
waked and defenceleſ; Poſtare as he hath done, to the Care of 
Mr. Baxter, who, long ſince his Book upon the Lord's-day 
Was written, hath ſpoken very differently of the ten Com- 
mandments from what Mr. HH hath done, whatever he 
may {ay in that Book, But of this before. 3 


| (39) | 
In p. 28. Me. H----8 ſays, © I ſay the vileſt Things of 
v1. Fs. But this is Mz. H. 's Foul Miſtake, fairly 


uote what Mr. H----: ſays of him. And if he hath repre» 
ented him wrongly, I can't help it Mr. H- -s Repre> 
ſentation of him gave juſt Occaſion for every thing | ſay. 
"Tis too hard by far (unleſs Mr. H- -H cou'd pretend to 
ſearch the Heart) ſo much as to ſuggeſt, as p. 29. that I had 
any Malice, and much leſs a determined Malice againſt Mr. 
P-- ce. I ever had, I own, an utter Averſion to his Not:ows, 
but never any to his Perſon. I hope, I can rejoice, when 
others outſhine me. And if Mr. P---ce had done it never 
ſo much, he wou'd never have been the Object of my Exvy, 
but Pleaſure. But if Mr. P---ce had been the greateſt Man 
that ever liv'd, I wou'd have oppoſed him (according to my 
beſt Abilities) if I thought he oppoſed the Goſpel, and at- 
tempted to rob the Redeemer of his higheft Honour, and Be- 
lievers of their greateſt Comfort and Security Tis idle, and 
erfectſy groundleſs Talk to ſay, that I threaten'd to equal 
r. P-=--ce as a learned Writer. I deſire to be thankful for 
any thing that God hath given me, how mean ſoever, and 
hope ſhall endeavour to be as uſeful with what I have, as 
] can, I know | have nothing but what I have received, 
and don't know that I ever boaſted, as I myſelf have h 
a dear Friend of Mr. H 1's to do; if | have, tis my 
Fault, and I defire to be humble for it: Nor did I ever, 
that I know, ſpeak of others, as others have of me; I 
ſcorn the me Practice, and ſhou'd think it a Diſparage» 
ment to my Character. Tis very little to me, what ſome 
may think of him, or me. If at any time I colle& what 
learned Men have already written; tis no more than what 
eater Men than I, or even Mr. H.: can pretend to be, 
ave done; and whenever I do it, I don't take the Honour 
of it to myſelf; but refer to my Author, and not do, as 
one well known to Mr. H---: is ſaid to do, tranſcribe 
other Perſons Papers, and publiſh them as my own. Thope, 
I Cady the Scriptures, and have Charity to think (whatever 
Mr. H----: ſays to the contrary, p. 20.) that a great many 
Di vines do the ſame. What vaſt Diſcoveries Mr. P. ce 
may have made, [ can't ſay : But what is j 2x publiſhed, can 
never deſerve the pempoas Character Mr. H. e gives them; 


and ſome of them, I think, deſerve the Abborrence, rather 
than the Applauſe of Mankind. What Pleaſure Mr. H----8 
might take in a little fe/ſome Applauſe, I can't ſay; all I am 
apt to believe, have more than they deſerve: But I deſire, 
that my greateſt Pleaſure may always be, to be uſeful inthe 

3 and if in order hereto, God be pleaſed to make 


me 


Wor 
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me acceptable, *twill, I hope, give me a grateful, and not 
a vain and fantaſtick Satisfattiren. And 'twou'd, I am ſure, 

have been a great Satisfaction to me, if Mr. P. ce inſtead 

of employing his valuable Partsand Learning to undermine 

what I think to be eſſential to Religion, had employed them 
to ſupport its Intereſt in the World | 


What Pleaſure it may give Mr. H----; to tell the little 
Story he mentions, p. 19. 1 don't know: But, I aſſure him, 
it never gave me the leaſt Uneaſineſs. He ſays, he was 

told it from a learned and ingenious Man, who was often 

« forced to hear me.” If I am not miſtaken in the Perfon, 
as I appehend I am not, I muſt beg leave to ſuſpe& the 
Truth, or the fair Relation of it, becauſe ſo very contrary 
to what he hath told me and ſeveral others: But it it be 
never ſo true, what Wonder is it, that I ſhou'd be thus 
ſpoken of, when this or the like is the common Compliment 
that many are pleafed to beſtow on ſuch as are not in the 
ume Notions with them? yea, when they are come to ſpeak 
ef. the Writings of fuch eminent Perſons as Dr. Marton, 
De. Bates, and Mr. Baxter, c. (Perſons to whom I hand 
the Vanity to compare myſelf) as no better than the Pro- 
ductions of old Nomen. Whatever therefore I may venture 
to publiſh, one ſuch pretty, polite ſaying, of a learned and 
ingenious Man, won't in the leaſt diſcourage me. 
Mr. Hr, p. 30. in anſwer to what I ſay on his Chapter 
about eatechiſing, takes his old Method, leaves the greateſt 
Part unanſwer'd, picks out a Scrap or two, where he thinks 
he hath an Advantage, diſcharges ſome of his Chaler, in re- 
proachjul Expreſſions, and then, triumphautiy ſhuts up the 


? 
| Tays, ** He is not afraid to leave it to k for itſelf. 
Il this may be, and yet it may ſpeak but little to its Au- 

thor's Honour, or very little to the Purpoſe,” and this, I 

think, I have ſufficiently manifeſted in 8 or 9 Pages, to 

Which if Mr. H. -t had any thing confiderable to object, 

his poor Spec imen, like other Parts of his Book wou'd not 

have been ſo unkindly left to ſhift for itſelf. 5 

But ſays Mr. H---z, you directly and wilfully falſify, 

when you tell the World, that I ſay, Chriſtians have no 

4 Cancern with the Laws, Promiſes,” and Threatnings of 

« the Old Teſtament.” I wou'd fain know, what Mr. 

H-: ſays lefs, f. 161, 162, 1). But he tells me, that 

in his Letter to Mr. /owler be ſaid ſo and ſo. How happy 

ig it for Mr. H-++-# that he hath ſo many gaod Meanings, 
when he hath ſo many very odd aud dangerous Exprefions ? 


Ie told hum already, why I take the Controverſy be- 


(ween 
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tween him and Mr. /ewler as nothing to the Difpute be- 
tween him and me: But however, how can it be true what 
Mr. H----: ſays, p. 161, 162. © That if He li. e. God] had 
« intended, that the Gentile World ſhou'd obſerve the ſame 
© ten Commandments, he wou'd have revealed his Will to 
« them in this Reſpect; and that unleſs theſe ten Com- 
« mandments had been publiſhed a ſecond Time with a new 
& Preface directed to other People, beſides thoſe, whom 
« Moſes conducted out of Egypt, it will not be eaſy to 
« imagine, that the ten Commandments were deſigned to 
„ oblige any others?” But 'tis very plain, that God did 


intend, that the Gentile World ſhou'd obey the ſame ten 


Commandments, and therefore, they are urged upon Chri- 
ſtians (as I have largely prov'd) in the New Teſtament. 
And here, I can't ſee, what help he can have from his Me- 
raphyſical quateniis, or as ſuch. And what a poor Shift is it 
to ſay, that he had uſed the Word Teſtament inſtead of Co- 


venunt? For was he not ſpeaking of all the Scriptures, 


p. 176? Does he not tell us, That the Scriptures were 
„found in the Bible?” Does he not tell us, © That the 
++ Bible is divided into two Parts, and that theſe Parts are 
the Old and New Teſtament, or rather the Old and New 


Covenant,“ and after all this, uſher in the Expreſſions 


that I object againſt? And now, all of a ſadden, the whole 
Old Teſtament, or Covenant, which he had been ſpeaking 
of mult ſignify only a Patt of the Old Teſtament. At this 
rate of Management, Mr. H----: may write what he will, 
and no one muſt venture to write againſt him, left in his 
molt offenſive Expreſſions he ſhou'd have a good Meaning, 


and ſuch a Meaning, as the Words by the moſt charitable 


Conſtruction can never bear, without making downright 
Nonſenſe of the whole Ditcourſe. Farther, if the Old 
Teſtament ſigniſies a Part of the Old Teſtament only, why 
mayn't the New {ignify a Part of the New? Beſides, there 
is one Thing more that Mr. H. -H ſhou'd have conlider'd, 
viz. that God's Covenant with the Fews was tor Subſtance 
the ſame that it was with Wrabam, and that it is with us. 
I know therefore no Rules of Morality that I have tranſ- 
greſſed in writing againſt Mr. H.:, (I wiſh he cou'd as 
truly ſay the ſame) nor am [I at all apprehenſive, that any 
— ſuch good Sente as my Brethren are, will condemn me 
tor it. | 

I urge ſeveral Promiſes beſides theſe relating to the Meſs 
ſtab, and that Gal. iii. 6, c. which were made to the Fei, 


and which Mr. H. ſays were pe-vliar to them; which 
yet I prove to belong to ah and that they are given 


them 


; 
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them in the New Teſtament for their Encouragement. If 


they don't, why had not Mr. H- anſwer'd what I ſay, 
inſtead of putting me off with ſaying ſomething of Prophe- 
cies, which was not the Thing I was directly ſpeaking about ? 
Wou'd it not have been more ingenuous for Mr. H----z to 
own, that he was miſtaken, than to make a ſhew of anſwer- 
ing in ſuch a way as this? 

But ſays Mr. H, p 31. You go on in your old 
way of Impertinence and Falſhood, p. 128.” But was 
it not Mr. H- 's Part (if he had been a fair Diſputant) 
to make good this Charge? To vindicate himſelf from bein 
impertinent, and to anſwer what I ſay in the Page he quotes 
I dare ſay, that none, even the molt prejudiced in his Favour, 
on think he hath doneit, and where then mult theſe Charges 

Xe | : 

Mr. H---:z in replying to what I ſay about Mr. P---ce's 
Catechiſm, p. 130. ſays, © it is not intelligible to him ;” 
for, ſays he, © 1 thought the Scriptures were fully as well 
adapted to inform the Judgment as any Writings of Men.“ 
Mr. H. knows, I lay in this Page, that the Scripture- 
Expreſſions can't be objected againſt ; that [ commend a Ca- 
zechiſm that hath Scripture Proofs, to which [I'll add, that I 
admire the Scriptures : But yet Mr. H t (as well as I) takes 


it upon him to explain them, and, I ſuppoſe, with a Deſign 


to inform the Judgments of his Hearers. And I am very 
glad, if upon that concerning Subject of Repentauce, he 
hath diſcharged the Part of a Catechiſt, as well as he ſays; 
but what he hath done ſo well as a Catechiſt, is done to his 
hand in the Afembly's Catechiſm, with proper References to 


the Scripture, and therefore I prefer this which was done by 


ſo many wiſe, great, and good Men to the Performance of 
any one particular Catechiſt whatſoever. One great Thing 
I find fault with Mr. P---ce's Catechiſm for, is the artful 
Contrivance of the Queſtions. To this, I obſerve Mr. H. 
hath nothing to ſay, which makes me think, he is convinced 


my Remark was juſt. 


Mr. H- ſays, p. 32. That I am unhappy as to the 


« Charge of Omiflions which I advance againſt this Cate- 


« chiſm.” If I am, Mr. H -t, I muſt think, is no leſs 
unhappy in proving it, and in pretending to find a Covenant 
in theſe Words, ſo God created Man in his own Image, and 
ſo likewiſe is he in the other Scripture written in the Mar- 

in. The Afembly's Catech.ſm wou'd have helped him here 
= the Scripture that it refers to, vg. Gen. ii. 17. here 2 


Covenant is fairly implied. And who, beſides Mr. H. -:, 


wou'd ſay as in the following Words, that it ſhou'd be ri- 
| =; diculous 
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diculous in me to ſpeak, what he himſelf knows to be true? 
And how can Mr. H -f ſay in the ſame Page, that this 
Catechiſm was deſign'd to be truly Catholict, when it is ſo 
apparently contriv*d to promote that Ser of Notions that Mr. 
P- ce had taken up. Arians, for ought I know, may think 
they deſerve the Name of Catholicks as well as the Papiſts. 
What my own Sentiments are, is pretty well known, and 
I was never aſhamed to own them. However, I'Il ſay, that 
a Catechiſm form'd upon a Calviniſtical Scheme is, in my 
Opinion, a thouſand times better than one form'd upon an 
Arian Scheme, as Mr. P---ce*s moſt evidently is. Mr. Hf 
ſays, © the learned World wou'd have thought odly of 
« Mr. P---ce, if according to my Deſire he had proved Ori- 
&« ginal Sin from theſe Words of the Apoſtle, and were by 
«K nature Children of Wrath.” But with what face can Mr. 
HH. t ſay, this was my Deſire, when I quote the Text, not 
to prove Original Sin, (which yet is one of our great natural 
Infelicities) but more largely our Miſery by Nature; but 
then, wou'd any in the learned World, beſides Sociniant, Ar- 
minians, c. of this Stamp, have thought odly of Mr. 
P---ce, if he had proved Original Sin from thoſe other Texts 
I mentioned, viz. that we are ſhapen in Inzquity, and con- 
ceived in n? and that the carnal Mind (which is the Mind 
of all as they come into the World) is Enmity againſt God? 
and that a Man muſt be born again, which takes in, I think, 
Infants as well as others, if he wou'd ſee the Kingdom of 
God? I can't ſo well ſee, what Reference that Text hath 
to our Miſery by Nature, / have ſinned, &c. this ſhews, 
what our Cale is, and how much we need a Saviour: But 
whether this was our Condition by Nature, or not, it doth 
not ſay. Mr. H. -f therefore ſhou'd not have trifled after 
this rate; but fairly own*d, that this was an Omiſſion, or 
that it was Mr. P---ce's Opinion, that there's no ſuch thing 
as Original Siu. Mr. H--- is far from making it clear, 
that my Charge of Omiſſions thus far forth was not a very 
juſt and righteous Charge. And I wiſh Mr. H----z, for his 
own ſake, had ſeriouſly conſider'd what he ſays in the Cloſe 
of this Paragreph, viz. © That Chriſt will come with ten 
% thouſand of his holy Angels to puniſh the malicious and 
% falſe Accuſers;” for if he had, it muſt have given tome 
Check to that Spirit of Raillery and Calumny that runs thro? 
his whole Performance. Malice | won't charge him with, 
becauſe I can't look into his Heart: But yet I can't but be 
afraid, that ox? of the Abundance of his Heart he hath given 

himſelf the Liberty to write as he doth. 
I own, that I blame the * for attempting to rob 
2 our 
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our Saviour and Sanctifier of their higheſt Glory. And 
\ for allowing none but the Father to be the one God. Mr. 
H- can't fay, but the Charge (as I intended it) was juſt, 
and J beg leave to tell him, that it neither becomes him or 
me to banter, as p. 33. Where the Subject is ſo auful. 
However, I can ſee nothing in the Text mentioned to prove 
What it is brought for: For as it will not follow, that the 
Father is not the Lord of Chriſtians, becauſe *tis ſaid in the 
fame Verſe, there is but one Lord Feſus Chriſt, by whom are 
all Things, and we by him ; ſo neither will it, that Chriſt 1 
is not the God of Chriſtians, becauſe *tis ſaid, ht to us, ; 
2 here is but one God the Father. They are both Lord, and 
both God; and methinks, 'tis undeniable, that the Apoſtle 
thought thus of Chriſt, becauſe he ſays of him, that by him 
are all things, which undeniably ſhews, that he is God, Heb. 
iii. 4. Rom. i. 20. And what if Mr. P---ce cou'd not find 
it in one Text, that the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt are 
the oxe God, it won't follow, but this Truth may be found 
| | in ſeveral L'exts brought and compar'd together, and that's | 
| ſufficient. And cven what's tantamount to this, may, I ( 
think, be found in one Text, viz. 1 Jahn v. 7. There are 
three that bear Record in Heaven, the Father, the Son, and 
the Holy Ghoſt, and theſe three are 6ae; One what, it not 
one Divine Sulſtauce, or owe God, Mr. H- ſays, Mr. 
P---ce hath actually inſerted, John i. 1. In the Beginning, 
c. 7. c. a Lext which he thought, 'tis likely, might be 
eaſily anſwer'd, tho” I think otherwiſe; and he hath omitted 
ſeveral others, on which a very greut Strel$ is laid; aud 
tho' he hath inſerted this, yet methinks 'tis plain, that it 
cou'd be only to amuſe, and not to prove, that Chriſt is 
God in a proper Seuſe; becauſe in this Senſe (according to 
him) the Father oily is ſo. Mr. H- f fays, Mr. P---ce 
wou'd have added a Fext in which the Holy Ghoſt is called 
God, it he had thought there were any ſuch in the Pible. 
I thank Mr. H. —- 7, that he hath ſo plainly told us what 
Mr. P---ces Thoughts were: But is there really no ſuch 
Text to be found? I can't but think that is one, A; v. 4. 
Thou haſt uz lied unto Men, but unto God, i. e. to the 
Holy Gho/?, as the Apoſtle himſelf had faid before. Far- 
F ther, I think, that's another, All Scripture is given by Inſpi- 
| ration of God, 2 Tim. iii. 16. 1. e. as is evident from the Act 
of Inſpiratiou, the Holy Ghoſt. Farther, Believers are ſaid 
to be the Temple of God, i. e. the Holy Ghoſt, 1 Cor. iii. 16. 
1 Cor, vi. 19. compar'd. And now let Mr. H- himſelf 
| judge, whether ſome or all of theſe Texts don't as fully and 
plainiy prove that the Zoly Ghoſt is God, as a MERE - 
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theſe Texts that are brought by Mr. P---ce in his Catechiſm, 
do prove the things that they are brovght to prove. And 
wou'd not Mr. P---ce have added one or other of theſe, or 
ſome oiher to the ſame Purpoſe, if he had not attempted (as 
1 fay) in his Catechiſm to rob our Glorious Sauctifer of his 
higheſt Glory ? If a Catechiſm deſerves ſuch Commendation, 
that hath a defigned Omiſſion ſo grols, and of ſuch ill Con- 
ſequence to the douls of Men, may the Church of God 
never take up, ſay I, with fuch a Catechiſm, and I huinbly 
hope God will never ſaffer it ſo to be. 

Mr. H----z ſays, p. 33. that my next Charge is the moſt 
« extraordinary of all, p. 143. where I ſay, this Catechiſm 
* ſays nothing about the Worſhip of Chriſt.” Bur is it fair 
in Mr. H- to take only a part of my Words, and to tack 
a Senſe to them that he might ſee (if he had read and con- 
der'd the whole Paſſage) cou'd never be intended. That 
which I blam'd Mr. P---ce, c. for, was, that tho' Chriſt 
be repreſented as the Great Object of Religious Worſhip and 
Adoration, that they had ſhamefully qulbbled and kept upon 
the Reſerve as to this important Affair. So that all that I 
cou'd by any reaſonable and candid Conſtruction be thought 
to intend was, that Mr. P---ce had ſpoken nothing plainly 
and properly about the Worſhip of Chriit, and accordingly, 
I expreſs my ſelf thus; Is it not ſurprizing, that when the 
Scriptures ſpeak ſo much concerning the Worſhip of Chrilt, 
in the ftri&eſt and moſt proper Sexſe, that this famous Cate 
chiſm ſhou'd ſay nothing about it? f. e. as any one who is 
not intollerably captious wou'd take it, in this ſtricteſt and 
moit proper Senſe. I knew very well what Mr. P---ce had 
faid, and what Texts he had put down in his Catechiſm 
but then, he doth not tell us whether he underſtands them 
Of proper Horſhip, or not. And this remarkable Shyneſs and 
Reſervedneſs of Mr. P---ce, in forming his Queſtions (where- 
in all the wrong Notions in his Catechiſm are convey'd) in 
ſo important an Affair as the Worſhip of Chriſt, looks at 
leaſt (to uſe the Words of a very learned Writer aga'nit Dr. 
Clark, upon the ſame Subject“) as if the Intent was, to 
throw oft the Worſhip of our bleſſed Saviour. Tis, I think, 
very well worth Obſervation, that Dr. Clark, upon the Head 
of Worſhip, uſeth two of the ſame Texts that Mr. P---ce 
doth in his Catechiſm, viz. He. i. 6. Philip. ii. 10, 11. and 
yet he ſays, when ſpeaking of Worſhip, “ Every thing is 
* faulty in this kind, belides the Worſhip of him ale, who 
© created the World by his Power, who redeem'd Mankind 


6: Remarks upon Dr. Clark's Expoſit. &c. P. 8. 
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& by his Son, and who ſanQifies all good Perſons by his 
Holy Spirit.” And what is this but ſaying, (ſays the Au- 
thor of the Kemarks f) that all religious Worſhip is faulty 
except the Worſhip of the Father only? And how cou'd I 
think, but this alſo was Mr. P---ce's Opinion, when I knew 
| how he expounded Heb. i. 6. Philip. ii. 8, 9, 10, 11? And 
what I ſuppos'd, and am now certain he ſaid about Wor- 
ſhip, in Reply to my Pamphlet, Truth and Liberty con- 


ſiſtent, Ic. p. 68, 84. Mr. P---ce's quoting ſome Texts that 


relate to the Worſhip of Chriſt, and putting ſuch a Senſe up- 
on them as ſhews (according to him) that they don't ſignify 
any proper Worſhip, is all Amuſement, or, as I ſaid, Quibbling, 

and ſaying nothing. And that this is the Caſe is very plain, 
for on that Text, Heb. i. 6. Let all the Angels of God wor- 
ip him, his Paraphraſe and Notes are, Let all the Angels 
« of God be ſubject to him. That he [i. e. God] never ſpake 
„ to the Angels as he did to him, but inſtead of that, that 
is, at his Reſurrection, he commanded the Angels to be 
& fſubject to him.” According to Mr. P---ce therefore, theſe 
Words can have no Reference to us, or our Worſhip (about 
which I was ſpeaking) but to the Angels, who before Chriſt's 
Reſurrection, had their diſtinct Governments, but were all 


at his Reſurrection reſign'd to him, and what is this (tho? 


repeated in Mr. P---ce's Catechiſm) to the Worſhip of Chriſ- 
tians? Burt farther, to let us ſee more what Mr. P---ce's 
Senſe of this Text was, he plainly intimates, that the Wor- 
ſhip ſpoken of therein was not due to Chriſt till after his 
Reſurrection; the World that Chriſt is ſaid in this Verſe to 
be brought into (according to Mr. P---ce) * commenced at 
« Chriſt's Reſurrection, there being then an entire Change 
& made in the State and Government of the World; Chriit 


% had at his Reſurrection, ſays he, a more excellent Autho- 


e rity conferr'd upon him, than can be pretended to belong 
to any of the Angels *.” Can Mr. H- ſay, that there 
is any thing in this relating to that trick and proper Worſhip 
that I ſpake of? Mr. P---ce's Paraphraſe and Notes on Phil. 
ii. 8, Cc. are much to the ſame Purpoſe. His Words are, 
** Upon this account God hath advanced him higher than 
before, and freely beſtow'd on him Authority that is ſupe- 
rior to What he ever granted to another, That by vertue of 
the Authority of Jeſus, all ſhou'd be conſtrain'd to ſub- 
mit to God, whether they are heavenly or earthly Beings, 
or ſuch as are under the Earth, and that every Tongue 
* fhou'd acknowledge, that Jeſus Chriſt is by this Gift of 


cc 
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« God, Lord of all, to the Glory of God the Father.“ 
Farther he ſays, as before on the Hebrews, © That at Chriſt's 
« ReſurreQion an entire Change was made in this State of 
« Things, and an End was put to this Rule of Angels ; 
&« they themſelves, together with all Nations, were put un- 
« ger this Head, even Chriſt ; whoſe Authority and Power 


« was then ſo highly advanced above what it was before, he 


« being entruſted with a univerſal Dominion, and all that 
« were Rulers or Governours before being made his Sub- 
“ jects and Miniſters f.“ I wou'd ask any ſober Perſon, 
whether this be not fine Divinity? Whether Mankind is like- 
ly to be the better for theſe fhepriging Diſcoveries? And, 
How much this doth relate to the ſtricł and proper Worſhip 
of Chriſt? And who can think any other, but that if he had 
alſo expounded John v. 22, 23. it wou'd have been to the 
ſame Purpoſe? And now, I wou'd ask again, What is all 
this to that Religious Worſbip of which I was treating? and 
whether I had not Reaſon to ſay, that this Catechiſm ſays 
nothing of the Worſhip of Chriſt, nothing pertinent, nothing 
concerning the Worſhip of Chriſt in the ſtr:ete/t and moſe 
proper Senſe ; which are my Words? I was not ſpeaking, as 
Mr. H----z well knows, of Civil, but Religious Worſhip ; 
not of Worſhip more largely conſider'd, but of ſtrict direct 
Worſhip, as importing Adoration, Invocation, Thankſgiving,&& c. 
This Worſhip I think ought not to be paid to Chriſt, unleſs 
conſider'd as God over all, or the Living and True God. 
But to make it plainer, if poſſible, ſtill, that it was a juſt 
Charge I brought againſt Mr. P---ce*'s Catechiſm, Iam ask'd 
by Mr. P---ce *, Where I do find it in Mr. P---ce's Scheme, 


© that the Son hath [»finize Perſedions, or the Worſhip, Powers, 


“ and Prerogatives (of the Unbegotten and Supreme) God? 
« I am alſo told that a Difference muſt be put in the Re- 
© ſpect we are to pay to thoſe Perſons, [i. e. Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt] “ and that *tis the ſpecial Relation they [i. e. 
the Son and Holy Ghoſt] “ bear to God that is the Reaſon 
« of that Reſpe& we pay to them, to the one as the Son, 

and to the other as the Spirit of God; and that none of 
the Perfections that are peculiar to God are ever aſcrib'd 
& to our Saviour or the Holy Ghoit }. When therefore Mr. 
H- knew all this, and cou'd not but be ſenſible that [ 
knew it too, I venture to leave it with all unprejudiced Per- 
ſons, whether I have done any Wrong to Mr. F---ce or his 
Catechiſin ; and whether I am not treated in a moſt un- 


+ Mr. P --ce on Philip. Reply to Truth and Liberty, p. 84. 
+ Reply to Mr. Enty's Truth and Liberty, Cc. p. 48,71. 
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chriſtian Manner by Mr. H----z, p. 33, 34, when charg'd 
as promoting Immorality, Lying, and Falſe-witneſs in par- 
* ticular, and repreſented as being a common Liar.” If Mr. 
H. can be ealy in this, and forgive himſelf without Re- 
r I wou'd not have his Conſcience for ten thouſand 

orlds. But ſays Mr. H----z, * Theſe laſt Words (mean- 
ing, Every Tongue ſhou'd confeſs that Feſus Chriſt is Lord 
& to the Glory of God the Father) ſeem to have dazzled your 
„% Eyes ſo much, that you cou'd ſee nothing in the Page 
about the worſhiping of Chriſt, tho' the whole Page is 
** ſpent about that, and nothing elſe.” But I know no 


Reaſon why my Eyes ſhow'd be dazzled with this; becauſe 


there is nothing in it that is in the leaſt contrary to any No- 
tions of mine. I have no Occaſion to deny, that the whole 
Concern of our Redemption is to the Glory of the Father; 
*tis what I readily and thankfully own; and *tis no Diſpa- 
ragement at all to ay God and Saviour, no Signification 


at all of his Inferiority, or of his being a Creature, that it is 


ſo. My Eyes were not dazzled with this; but they muſt 
have been {ſtrangely dazzled, if 1 had ſeen that which was 
never there, or deſigned to be there, namely, any thing about 


the Worſhip of Chriſt, in the ſtricteſt and moſt proper Senſe 


of Worſhip. 

_ *T'wou'd be befides my Purpoſe to ſhew how odd and 
unaccountable, how unſcriptural and dangerous, theſe Hhims 
and Fancies of Mr. P---ce are that I have mentioned: But I 
think it became Mr. H- to anſwer a little otherwiſe than 
he hath what I have ſaid upon the Head of Worſhip, and 
not refer me to a Book, viz. Unity, &c. which hath ſo 
long ſince been anſwer'd by fo great a Maſter as Dr. Water- 
land. Tis eaſy to gueſs the Reaſon, why Mr. H----z doth 
not meddle more with what I have ſaid. The little that he 
ſays, is in p. 34. here, ſays Mr. Hr, you take Occa- 


« fjon to treat largely on the Head of Worſhip, p. 135, Sc. 


„in which are ſome things very true, and ſome things very 
« weak.” But ] dare ſay, tho? I hate boaſting, that if Mr. 
H----t cou'd have pick'd out any of theſe weak things, he 


wou'd never have been ſo unfriendly to his Cauſe, or fo un- 


like himſelf, as not to lay them before the World in the 
ftrongeſt Colours, © We think it our Duty, ſays Mr. H----z, 
« to worſhip Chriſt in all theſe Ways and Inſtances in which 
the Scripture hath directed us to do ſo, either by Com- 
„ mand or Example.” But Mr. H-, 1 think, ſhou'd 
have anſwer'd what I ſay, p. 135, 136, 137, c. viz. that 
there cou'd have been no ſuch Commands or Examples at 
all, if Chriſt had not been the Living and True God, or if 
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it be true what Mr. P---ce ſays, that none of the PerfeQi- 
ons that are peculiar to God are aſerib'd to our Saviour or 
the Holy Ghoſt. If this be true, all theſe Inſtances ot Wor- 
ſhip that Mr. H----: mentions ought to be dropt; becauſe 


Religious Worſhip is, as I prove, always confin'd in Scrip- 


ture to God. So that 'tis not ſo much what Mr. H----e 
doth, as how he can excuſe himſelf from Idolatry, if he 
worſhips any beſides God, or does Service to that which by Na- 
ture is no God, But ſays Mr. H. -t, We think it the 
* plaineſt Caſe in the World, that Chriſt is fully qualified 
© to hear and anſwer our Prayers, and to receive our Thankſ- 
« givings.” This I readily allow, and it can't be deny'd : 
But then, this undeniably- proves againſt Mr. H----:z and 
Mr. P---ce, that he hath the Divine Perfedtions, and is truly 
God. But farther, ſays Mr. I. rt, © He fully knows all 
& the Creatures he hath made, and all their Actions, Wants, 
„ and Thoughts, all their Dangers and Diſtreſſes, and, in- 
&« deed, every thing that can concern them.” This (if ta- 
ken according to the common Senſe of Words) will efftec- 
tually over-turn Mr. H---:i's Cauſe, and allow me all that I 
have been contending for, in reference to our Saviour's Om- 
niſcience ; and if he hath this, he muſt have that Divine Na- 
ture to which this Attribute belongs. Mr. H---: ſays, * that 
© all Authority is given him in Heaven and Earth, Sc. in 
4 conſequence of which, it can't but be proper to ask any 
of theſe Bleſſings of him, c. and to thank him when 
© we have receiy'd them.” I allow, that 'tis not only pro- 
per, but our indiſpenſible Duty: But it cou'd neither have 
been proper, or our Duty, if a/l the Fulneſt of the Godhead 
had not dwelt bodily in him, and render'd him capable of com- 
municating his Fulneſs to us, and Grace for Grace. And 
Whereas there ſeems to be a mighty Streſs laid on this, zhas 
all Authority is given him, &c. I anſwer, that as our Savi- 
our iu governing the World acts as Ses, or as God- Man; 
ſo, I own, it muſt be by Grant, or Donation, that the Mau- 
hood, or human Nature of Chriſt hath any Concern in this 
Matter. But that our Saviour was able, firſt to make, and 
ſince to uphold and govern, and at laſt to judge the World, 
this doth as tully prove that he is God, as that the Creation 
doth that there is any God at all; which according to the A- 


poſtle, Rom. i. 20. it undeniably doth. Neither Mr. II. r, 


nor any of the Writers of his Side, have ever been able to 
prove, that *twas by any given Power, that our Saviour made, 
and doth ſtill uphold the World. This was 9r:g:nally and 
eternally in him; and were it not ſo, it cou'd never have 


been proper, or even lawtul, to 8 him at all. Mr. 
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H----t ſays, that Chriſt is qualified for being worſhip'd as 
© Mediator.” But he cou'd neither have been qualify'd 
for Worſhip, or yet to be a Mediator, unleſs he had been 
God over all, bleſſed for evermore ; and'tis becauſe he is ſo, 
that we are requir'd to worſhip bim now, and that 'twill be 
our Duty to worſhip him for ever, when his Mediation 15 
over, and at an end. Mr. H- ſays, That Chriſt's Qua- 
4 lifications, and God's Command, will prevent all Danger 
& of Idolatry, provided we worſhip the Son as Son and Me- 
% diator.” I allow, that there can be no Danger of Idola- 
try, if when we conſider him as Son and Mediator, we al- 
low him alſo to be the True God; and make his Godhead the 
Foundation of our Worſhip: But if we deny this, as Mr. 
H----t doth, we can't poſſibly avoid being guilty of this abo- 
minable Sin. This I have fully proved, and Mr. H- 
ſhou'd have anſwer'd; and therefore ſeeing this is not done, 
I take it to be no other than begging the Queſtion, to ſpeak 
as Mr. H----: doth. And Mr. H----z, I hope, will give me 
leave to tell him, that it looks a little odd on his Cauſe, or 
Capacity, that inſtead of anſwering what I have ſaid, he ſhou'd 
refer me to Books for an Anſwer to ſo many things that I 
had never offer'd to the World before. 

Mr. H----z, p. 35. cloſeth his Paragraph about Worſhip, 
by adding, © T hat the True God, 1 f bn v.20. is God the 
e Father; as is demonſtrable from theſe Words, his Son Je- 
& ſys Chrilt.” Twou'd be very much, if theſe Words ſhou'd 
be a Demonſtration of the Truth of what Mr. H. fays : 
But I havevery often obſerv'd, that theſe Books of Demon- 
ſtration have had nothing in them ; and ſo I muſt think it is 


in the preſent Caſe. For 'tis plain, I think, as Glaffias* and 


Dr. Whitby i obſerve, that the Apoſtle is here ſpeaking of 
Chriſt, and giving us a true Deſcription of him. Tis alſo, 
I think, very plain, that *tis Chriſt of whom the Apoſtle ſays, 
that they were in him. They were by Profeſſion Chriſt's 
Diſciples. They were planted into Chriſt by Faith and the 
Spirit. And then, he immediately adds who this Son of God 
is that they were in, that they believ'd in, that they were the 
Diſciples of, and planted into, even Jeſus Chriſt. Jeſus Chriſt 
is the Perſon laſt mention'd, and therefore what follows, v:z. 
This is the True God, and Eternal Life, by a Grammatical 
and moſt natural Conſtruction, muſt be underſtood of him. 
It hath been obſerv'd long ago by that pou and eminent Cri- 
tick Glaſſius }, that relative and demonſtrative Pronouns (ſuch 


* Glafſ. Philolog. ſacra, p. 516, + Whithy in locum, 
4 Glaſſe Pbil. ſac, ibid. | * 
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as ore here) do ordinarily and moſt frequently refer to what 
immediately foregoes, for the Confirmation of which he 
produceth ſeveral Inſtances as to the Pronoun , viz. Job. 
i. 2, 7, 30. 1 Johzv.6. 2 Fohav.g. and perhaps it never hap- 
pens otherwiſe, unleſs there be fome Neceſlity for the con- 
trary, and the Scope of the Words forceth us to it, as it can't 
(without begging the Queſtion) be pretended it doth in the 

reſent Caſe. For Chriſt is called God by St. John, in the 
Bigkaning of his Goſpel, and repreſented in the ſame Place 
as that God who made all things, to diſtinguiſh him from all 
ſorts of Creatures, high as well as low. He is alſo called 


by this ſame Apoſtle, by way of Eminency, dne, zhe 


True, Rev. iii. 7. xix.11. He is alſo by this Apoſtle called 
Life, John i. 4. And ſo in this Epiſtle, 81 i. 2. he is cal- 
led Life, and Eternal Life; ſo that what is ſaid in this Place 
in one Propoſition, is no more than is ſaid in other Places 
by this Apoſtle, concerning our Bleſſed Saviour; there can 
therefore be nothing like Neceſſity for referring the Pronoun 
od res tO A remote Aatecedent, when it ſo fairly and fully a- 
grees with that which is nearer; ſo that *twould be perfectly 
ungr.matical to refer ore to any other Perſon or thing than 
Chriſt Jeſus. And beſides, there ſeems to be ſomething con- 
ſiderable in what Dr. hitby obſerves upon the Place, that to 
refer this to the True God going before, makes the Apoſtle 
guilty of a Tautology, by ſaying, the True God, he is the True 
God. And this ſome of the molt conſiderable Oppoſers 
of our Saviour's Deity have been ſenſible of, and therefore 


have endeavour'd to anſwer the Words another Way ; but 


yet with no better Succeſs than Mr. H----z hath. Indeed, 
we have only Mr. H----:'s Word, that what he ſays is De- 
monſtration, or that this Text is exactly parallel to John 
Xvii. 3. In one place, the Apoltle ſays the Father is the Trae 
God; and the ſame he ſays of our Saviour in this Place. 
And tho' this will by no” means agree with Mr. H. —t's No- 
tions, yet I can't ſo much as queſtion, whether the Apoſtle 
knew how to ſpeak conſiſtently. | 

Mr. H----z is pleas'd to vindicate his Diſcourſe of ſayin 

Grace, p. 35, Sc. much after the ſame manner that he dot 
his others ; that is, by carping at ſome things I ſay, and leav- 
ing the reſt unanſwer' d. Againſt Mr. H. rs interpreting of 
St. Lake i. 16. I obſerv'd, that we are not to interpret St. Lule 
by St. 70bz; and one Reaſon was, that if St. Lxke by ivad- 
nc, Which is the Word he uſeth, bad meant the ſame that 
St. John did by wxep5iox;, which is the „ rd he uſeth, he 
wou'd not have ſaid #ayyoey avrov;, but ? , Or 875 avroug, | 
Mr. H- tj muſt, 1 * ſenſib this Remark 
34 Was 
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was juſt, inconſiſtent with his Notion, tho' not to be an- 


ſwer'd, and therefore hath paſs'd it by, and conſiders ano- 
ther Reaſon, and ſays of this, © that 'tis very uncouth.“ 
But how doth that appear? Why Mr. H----? ſays, p. 36. 
* thataccording to my way of talking, Chriſt firſt pray'd to 
© God to multiply the Loaves and Fiſhes, c.“ To which 
he ought to have added my following Words, p 161. or elſe 
he ſo bleſſed them himſelf, and increaſed them fo miracu- 
louſly by his Bleſſing, Sc. and where's the Abſurdity of it 
that I ſay ſo? Yes, Mr. H- -t asks very notably, “ where 
lay the multiply'd Loaves and Fiſhes all the while Chriſt 
« was giving Thanks? Were they all laid in a large Heap?“ 
J anſwer, that the Scriptures are ſilent upon this Head: But 
there doth not ſeem to be any thing odd in it, if I ſay, that 
all the Food, both Bread and Fiſh, was prepar'd before the 
Diſtribution, and moſt likely it is, that it was ſo: Becauſe 
the Miracle by this Means became more conſpicuous and 
magnificent. As to Chrilt's bleſſing the Bread and Wine, 
when he inſtituted his own Supper, I take it to be a very 
different thing from his miraculous bleſſing the Loaves and 
Fiſhes. The one was done by a Diſplay of Almighty Power, 
the other by an Exerciſe of Authority, accompanied with 
Prayers and Thankſpivings. And 'tis plain to me that our 
Saviour did more than give Thanks; becauſe two of the E- 
vangeliſts, viz. St. Matthew and St. Mark, uſe both the 
Words Bleſſing, and giving Thanks, which I can't think 
they wou'd have done, uuleſs they had, as I ſaid p. 161. a 
diſtinct Signification when apply'd to the Sacrament of the 
Lord's Supper. And that St. Luke doth not uſe both Words 
alſo {for *tis evident St. Paul doth, 1 Cor. x. 16. xi. 24. 
compar'd) is not with any Deſign to ſhew that they have 
the ſame Signification when apply'd to the Sacrament ; this 


is Mr. H----is Fancy. But, as is common in other Caſes, 


St. Lake mentions Thankſgiving as a Part, and as a noble and 
confideralle Part for the Whole. Twas common amon 

the Ancients, to call the Sacrament the Euchariſt: But wou'd 
it not be odd to argue thence (contrary to their known and 
conſtant Practice) that Prayers were not uſed upon this ſolemn 
Occaſion? *T'is no leſs odd, I think, to talk only of 1 hankſ- 
giving at the firſt Appointment of our Lord's Supper ; and 
odder (till to ſay, that Chriſt bleſs'd the Sacramental Elements 
no otherwiſe than by giving Thanks to God for his Creatures ; 
and to add afterwards in theſe remarkable Words, p. 185. 
„That it would be very ſurpriſing if any Set of Men ſhou'd 
„ now have any Power to bleſs them in any other Manner.“ 


What Meaning have Words, if this doth not come up to 


what 


x» Jae ee 
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what I ſay, and what Mr. H---- calls downright Falſhood? 
Mr. H. t is come to ſay now, p. 37. © that Chriſt no 
« doubt did other Things, and that he did not ſay, that 
« Chriſt did nothing elſe but bleſs the Creatures.” Or which 
is the ſame with him, bleſs God for the Creatures. But I 


3 ask, whether Chriſt is ſaid to do any thing but what is meant 


by the Words Bleſſing and giving Thanks, which Mr. H----e 
takes to be the ſame, except break the Bread, take the Cup, 
declare their Signification, and order the Diſtribution of the 


Elements? As therefore, according to Mr. H., no more 


is meant by bleſſing the Bread than giving Thanks to God 
for his Creatures, and Miniſters now have no Power to 


2 bleſs them in any other Manner, what have they to do 
at the Sacrament, but to render Thanks to God for his 


* Creatures? unleſs Mr. H.: will weakly add what is 


1 
Is 1 
Mag? 


nothing to the Argument, that they muſt alſo break the 


Bread, take the Cup, and diſtribute the Elements. And 
> then, what have Chriſtians to do, but to join with their 


Miniſters in giving Thanks to God for his Creatures, and 


if afterwards receive them? If Mr. H- f had other Mean- 


ings, that I cou'd not know, his Words are plain. If he 
doth not differ from other Proteſtants about the ſerious and 
ſpiritual Duties that we are to perform, ſo much the better: 
But even his Notion of giving Thanks as applied to the 
Lord's Supper is very odd, and is leſs than is required at our 


on ordinary and common Meals. There is mention made, 
I allow, of giving Thanks at the Lord's Supper: But 'tis 
M 


r. H-, and not the Scripture that ſays, that this was no 
otherwiſe done than by giving Thanks to God for his Crea- 


- tures. This is much too flat and mean, when applied to the 


Lord's Supper, and can't but have a very ill Tendency, un- 
leſs guarded with good Meanings. It muſt tend to make 
this Feaſt (as I faid) a very Trifle. And therefore, I think, 
it was my Duty, and not (according to Mr. H. 's unac- 
countable way of talking) a heinous Wickedneſs, to ſpeak 
againſt Notions that ul appear very looſe and dangerous 
without Additions and good Explications. It cou'd help 
the Matter very little, that Mr. H- - ſays all Prayers ſhou'd 
be confin'd to the Lord's Supper. This may ſerve to ſhew, 
that Mr. H---z can talk inconſiſtently as well as others, and 
forget in one Page what he had writ in another; but what 
Service cou'd ſuch an ale Fancy do to take off the Offen- 
ſiveneſs of what Mr. H. -- ſays? | 


Mr. H---: fays, p. 37. * I indecently call giving the 
Lord's-Supper to Infants a ridiculous Cuſtom :” But this, I 
think, was very ſoft: For I might as well have called it a 


wicked 
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wicked Cuſtom: Becauſe a Proſtitution of one of the great 
- Solemnities of our holy Religion: And what if it did ob- 
tain in Cyprian's Time? This won't ſhew, that 'tis not an 
Error, but only, that the Error is ancient. I am apt to 
think with moſt modern Divines, that this Cuſtom was 
brought into the Church through miſtaken Apprehenſions 
of John vi. 53. And that it is a great Fault, that it is not 
thrown out of all Churches. The Reformed Charches (on 
which Mr. II -f is pleaſed to beſtow this Compliment, ' 
that they came out of Rome) have rejected the Cuſtom 
with Scorn, and I hope will never take it up again, The 
Notion, I think, ought to be received, (as Mr. P---ce ſays, 
Preface, p. 4. it was by ingenious Perſons to whom he 
ſuggeſted it, except one or two, who had the Hint from 
him, meaning, I ſuppoſe, Mr. H- for one) with Con- 
tempt, Horror, and Deteftation. And whilſt it hath, and is 
likely to have ſach a juſt Reception, there can't be, that I 
ſee, any great Occaſion to write againſt it. | 
Mr. J1.— f ſays, p. 38.“ I am never weary of uttering 
my Falſhoods.” I with for his own fake more than my 
own, that he was once weary of uttering his grozndleſs ill 
Language. But what is my Falſhood? Why Mr. H----z 
ſays, “ he ſpake only of one Duty, vi. Prayer in the Com- 
«© pany of Unbelievers.” Whereas I ſay, that Mr. {A----2 |} 
repreſents St. Paul as if he did not, and ſpeaks of Chri- 
ſtians as if they ought not to mention the Name of Chriſt 
when they perform any Duty in the Preſence and Com- 
pany of Unbelicvers. But Mr, H----z, who is ſo very 
ſharp, ſhou'd have conſider'd, that it was. about Prayer and 
Thankſgiving (which he himſelf ſpeaks of, p. 186.) that I 
was ſpeaking; and that accordingly I ſaid in the next Page, 
and ſame Diſcourſe, that St. Paul's Worſhip cou'd not 
have been acceptable without it. And what Right then 
hath Mr. H----z (when I was only ſpeaking of Worſhip, 
and particularly of the Duties of Prayer and Thankſgiving) 
to apply it to any other, and firſt to make me impertinent 
without Cauſe, that he might be the better able afterwards 
to charge me with Falſhood? The any Duty that I mention, 
can't, in any reaſonable Conſtruction, have Reference to 
any Duties but theſe of Prayer and Thankſgiving, of which 
there are various Kinds. 'Tis pretty plain from what Mr. 
lt ſays of Worſhip, and particularly of Prayer and 
Thankſgiving alterwards, that he did then underſtand me. 
leave him therefore to account to his own Conſcience for 
the Injuſtice of his Charge, and proceed. Says Mr. H----2, 
I lay it down for a certain Truth, that St. Paul wou'd not 
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« ſpeak a Lye to God in his Thankſgiving.” Very right, 
I think ſo too. But ſays Mr. H----z, © if all in the Ship 
« were Unbelievers beſides himſelf, it wou'd have been a 
« 4a Lye, if he had ſaid, We offer Thanks in the Name of 
« Chriſt; or we ask for Chriſt's Sake.” Very right ſtill. 
But where doth Mr. H. t find, that St Paul did thus word 
his Prayers or Thankſgivings in the Plural Number? "Tis 
poſſible, he might, becauſe there were more Priſoners in the 
Ship, and perhaps, ſome of them might be Chriſtians: But 
all that is ſaid in the Hiſtory is; that after St. Paul had ad- 
viſed them to take Bread, he took Bread himſelf, and gave 
Thanks to God in the Preſence of them all, and when he had 
broken it, he began to eat. And then it follows, zhat they 
were all of good cheer, and they alſo took ſome Meat, Acts 
XXvii. 34, 35, 36. Here is no Intimation of Foinr-Horſhep. 
And I have ſo good an Opinion of St. Paul, as to think, 
that like a good and brave Soldier of Jeſus Chriſt, he kept 
on in his old honeſt Chriſtian Way of offering up his Prayers 
and Thankſyivings openly in the Name of Chriſt, and did 
not mumble them inwardly in his own Mind (according to 
Mr. H----:'s way of ta ing) © I ask for Jeſus Sake, or to 
« that Purpoſe, p. 38, 39.” This wou'd have been ſneak- 
ing or time-ſerving with a witneſs, whatever Mr. H- 
ſays. But ſays Mr. H----z, © *tis impoſſible in the Nature 
of Things, that Unbelievers or wick«q. Men ſhou'd join 
% in Chriſtian Prayers:” But muſt honeſt Chriſtians then 
baulk their Duty in complaiſance to them? Whatif all in a 
Family can't ſay with Truth, Father thy Kingdom come, mult 
Family Duties be dropp'd upon their Account? What if all 
in a Congregation can't ſay with any Truth, Forgive us our 
Treſpaſſes as we forgive them that treſpaſs againſt us, muſt 
we therefore ſhut up our Churches, or forbear this or the 
like excellent Petitions? I think, we ought not to keep upon 
the Keſerve, and curtail our Prayers, or throw Chriſt out 
of them, to oblige either Fews, or Heathens, Mahometans, 
or Deiſts, or other erroweous, Or wicked Men. The Caſe is 
plain, we muſt worſhip Chriſt, and worſhip in his Name, 
let who will be preſent, and our Worſhip can't be accept- 
able without it. And whereas, Mr, H----z pretends, ** that 
&« all the Prayers of the Church ſhou'd be confin'd to the 
Lord's Supper, and that none, if grown up, ſhou'd be 
« admitted to them, but thoſe that are qualified by Faith in 
“ Chriſt, and an holy Life; and that this was the Method 
« in the firſt Ages, &'c.” I anſwer, this wou'd be to put 
our Congregations into a diſmal Caſe: For at this rate, if 
any are bad, they muſt never have the Advantage of pab- 
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lick Prayers, but perhaps, in this reſpect, live Prayerleſs 

throughout the greateft Part of their lives: Monſtrous Bar- 

barity! What cou'd poor Sinners do, if there were not ſome, 

who had more Compaſſion, than the Papiſts, who will al- 

low them none in Poe weir but Latin 1 which few 
e 


perhaps of them underſtand, or than Mr. H. -t, who will 
allow them one az all? Whatever Mr. H----t ſays of my 
Knowledge of the Fathers, p. 39. thus much I know of 
them, that Hi was not the Primitive Method. Many of 
them did not enter upon what they call'd their Treatiſes or 
Sermons without Prayer to God firſt premiſed. We have 
the very Prayers preſerved that ſome of them uſed before 
their Sermons. This was Cyprian's uſual if not conſtant 
Method to begin with Prayer. And if we come ſo low as 
Auſtin's Time, his Opinion was, that no one ought to 
preach before he pray. And as to thoſe who did not begin 
their Treatiſes or Sermons with Prayer, yet they with all the 
Congregation joined in Prayer, as ſoon as the Treatiſe was 
over; nor was it till after the Prayers were over, and all 
diſmiſſed beſides the Communicants, «at they began to re- 
ceive the Lord's Supper. Mr. H. t therefore ſhou'd be a 
little more modeſt as to Things he is unacquainted with, 
and not ſpeak of Things as true that will beſt fait his No- 
tions, but have no Foundation. 

Mr. H----t hat. nothing to anſwer to what I ſay, viz. 
That we are under the ſame Obligations to ſay Grace after 
Meat, as before, only he ſays, after a little Banter upon 
the Scots, which might better be ſpared, that he dares not 
make more Dutics than God hath made; nor is it my De- 
fire that he or any one ſhou'd; but then, I wou'd not have 


| him throw aſide Duties that God hath enjoined, or put any 


groundleſs Fancies into Perſoh's Heads that are too likely 
to be a Temptation to them to do it. | 

Mr. H. -t, except in one or two Things is ſo very tri- 
fling in his four laſt Pages in anſwer to the Remarks I made 
upon his eleventh Diſcourſe, that I have need only to de- 
fire my Readers to compare his Anſwer and my Remarks 
together, by which, I perſuade myſelf, they mult be ſatisfied, 
that he is forced to give up that Diſcourſe, as not being 
able, I ſuppoſe, to defend his own Poſitions and Notions 


therein, viz. © That Heaven never once in all the Bible 


« ſignifies the Place in which good Men fhall dwell after 
« the Judgment-Day. That we have nothing to expect 
after the Day of Judgment, but an earthly Paradiſe.” 
Theſe Things I have largely confuted in my Preſervative, 
from Page 77 to Page 92. And what doth Mr. H ſay 

to 


3 
to all this? Why, that what he hath ſaid, doth not contra- 
dict what St. John hath ſaid, and how can this chuſe but be 
true, (tho' the contrary be irrefragably proved) when Mr. 
H- = ſays, that it is ſo? Farther, Mr. H-? finds fault 
with the Senſe I give of 2 Cor. v. 1, 2. but the Apoſtle's 


Words are very plain, and ſignify, what I ſay they do, p. 


181, 182. Tho? the Apoſtle doth not expreſs himſelf adver- 
bially, there was no Occaſion that he ſhou'd, and Mr. 
H----z is forced to add to the Apoltle's Words to bring them 
to his Senſe, which furprizing Liberty, if allowable, we 
may make the Scriptures ſpeak what we pleaſe. Farther, 
Mr. H----: ſays, p. 40. I paſs over your filly Banter, p. 
„ 182. becauſe it falls upon St. John, and he is above need- 
„ing my help to defend him.” This laſt is very true; but 
I ſhew, p. 183. that Mr. H. -t, by his Interpretation of what 
St. John ſays, hath expoſed him to the Banter and Contempt 
of [nfidels : And therefore, tho? there was no Occaſion to 
defend St. John, yet there was Occafion to defend himſelf. 
In anſwer to what I offer from 2 Pez. iii. 13. Mr. Hf 
ſays, © he hath demonſtrated the contrary to what | ſay to 
* ſomeFricud's Satisfaction.” But who that Friend is, I 
can't tell. And what his Demonſtration is, it ſeems, I am 
not to know, but muſt wait till it be publiſhed, which, 'tis 
poſſible, it never may. This is one of Mr H 's notable 
ways of anſwering Arguments. If I call ſomewhat that Mr. 
H----: ſays a part and bold Addition, it was not without 
Cauſe. But Mr. H----z ſays, © *twas neither pert nor bold 
to add the Apoſtle's Words to our Saviour's.” This is 
undoubtedly right: But tho? Mr. H----z ſays, p. 41. they are 
= mah own Words, I can't find that St. John hath any ſuch 

Ords; that the K; : in Heaven, will here- 
after come down 80 ot 1 190 this ſnews, what 
ſad Extremities Mr. HL,; ne when he is forced 
11.— f js reduced to, they never 
35 be St. Paul and St. John alſo, to ſay what yy 8 

© ſupport his Notions: But if Notions mt 95 


tended but by ſuch a Method, tis a thouſand times mers 


onourable to give them up. I have largely prove . 12 


8752 192. and ſo on to the End of my Preſervative, 
wk John bath not given us a literal Deſeription of the 

ere good Men are to have their future Reſidence; 
what doth Mr. H----z ſay? Why he refers me back to the 
Book I had been anſwering, which is a very fire and ealy 
Way of anſwering : But after this rate, tis impoſſible to ſay 
any thing but Mr. H.: may anſwer, for by referring me 
to what he hath ſaid, the Work is done. 

H 


9 


I have 


| (58 ) 
I have a Word or two to add to two Paragraphs more, 
in one of which, p. 39. Mr. H. ſays, according to his 
common way of talking, That I have as wickedly, repre- 
« ſented his eleventh Diſcourſe as any of the reſt;“ but I 
aſſure Mr. H-, I am not conſcious of any wicked Re- 
preſentation of any thing he hath ſaid, and, I think, I have 
made it abundantly clear that I have not. He ſays farther, 
« 'The known wilful Falſhood that runs through my whole 
„ Diſcourſe on this Head is, that I ſpeak of him as teach- 
« ing Perſons to carry their Views and Expectations no 4 
& higher than an earthly Paradiſe, and carnal ſenſual De- * 
lights.“ Now, as to that part about an earthly Para- 
diſe, Mr. H. t knows, and to mult all that have read his 
Book, that ?tis ſtrictly trac. And though the Words car— 
nal and ſenſual Delights are very otten taken in an ill Senſe, 
and ſignify forbidden Delights, yet it is plain, I did not in- 
tend ſuch Delights, but ſuch as Adam, whilit innocent, had 
in Paradiſe, which in p. 176. where my Meaning is fully 
expreſs'd, I more properly call ſenſible, and let what I have 
offered there be fairly conſidered ; and all, I believe, mult 
be convinced, that I have not in the leaſt miſrepreſented 
Mr. H- t; and that whatever he ſays now, it was a very 
mean Repreſentation that he gives us of the State and Place 

of good Men after the Reſurrection. | 
The laſt Paragraph I have to conlider begins p. 41. where, 
ſays Mr. E- t, That you might not ſeem to come ſhort 
„of the envied Mr. P---ce in any part of Knowledge, 
« you have ventured to try your Skill at Mathematicks.“ 
J had no Eye to Mr. P---ce, (whoſe Skill in Mathematicks, 
as [ hive been told, was incontiderable) or yet to magnity 
myſelf in the little I ſaid upon this Subject : But as my Ar- 
gument led me to conſider the Dimenlions of the new Je- 
ruſulem of Sz. John, ſo J gave it as my Conjecture, (tor 
the Scripture hath determined nothing in the Cale) that 
twelve thouſand Furlongs contain the Area of the whole 
City. And then added the Paſſage Mr. H. t repeats. Mr. 
H. muſt needs think, that I knew very well, that Area 
and Suare were ſynonimous Terms, and that therefore [ 
could never be guilty of ſuch an intolerable Blunder, as to 
ſay that twelve thouſand and a hundred and nine were the 
ſame; and therefore the leaſt Candor would have led any 
one to think, that there mult be fome accidental Omiffion. 
As ſoon as I ſaw this, (for I was in the Weſt when "was 
publiſhed) I was ſurpriz'd, that I had left out the Word 
Koor in theſe two Places that Mr. H. - is ſo brisk ww. 
Sas ut 


"But the Book was gone Abroad, and *twas'too late to rec- 
-tify the Miſtake, And it ſhews what an Adverſary I have 
to deal with, that will ſo greedily catch at a bare caſual Ad- 
vantage, and aggravate it as Mr. He hath done. If in- 
ſtead Of ſaying the Square of it being a hundred and nine 
Furlongs, I had ſaid, as I knew very well I ought, the 
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his Anſwer more Reſpect than molt, I preſume, will think 


(59) 


Square-Root of it was a hundred and nine Furlongs,* it had 
been true, omitting a ſmall Fraction. And ſo, if inſtead of 


ſaying, the Square of Old Babylon, according to Herodotus, 


was a hundred and twenty, I had ſaid the Sgaare- Root of 
it was a hundred and twenty, this had been ſtrictly true 
without any Fraction at all. And therefore if my Conjec- 
ture was right, that twelve thouſand Furlongs contain the Area 
of the New Feruſalem, as fourteen thouſand tour hundred 
Furlongs contain the Area of Old Babylon, my Inference 
mult be juſt, viz. that the Sgzares and Square- Roots of New 
Feruſalem and Old Babylon being ſo much diſproportioned, 
the New Feruſalem muſt by Conſequence be leſs than Old 
Babylon. But after all, whatever St. ohn means by his 


twelve thouſand Furlongs, and his hundred and forty tour 


Cubits in the next Verſe, I have ſaid enough beſides to 
ſhew, that he can't be underſtood in a literal Senſe And 
what I have ſaid here ſhews, that I can expect no Mercy, 
tho? only an accidental Miſtake (for 'twas no more) drop 
from me. Mr. /1----z, by taking ſo much Advantage of an 
Omiſſion, when he mult needs lee what was intended, and 
that the Miſtake could not proceed from Ignorance, (if he 
knows any thing of what he hath writ about) muſt do him- 
ſelf a great deal more Prejudice with all learned and candid 
Perſons than he can me. 

But 'tis full time to ſhut up, and to beg the Reader's Par- 
don, that I han't been able to entertain him to greater Ad- 
vantage, which I ſhould have been very glad to do, if Mr. 
H- had given me any fair Occaſion ; but *tis ſo little that 


he ſays to the chief things in my Preſer vati ve, that I muſt 


have gone much farther from the ſtrictneſs of an Anſwer 
than [ have, to give him the Satisfaction I cou'd with. I 
have gone farther into ſome things than I had need, that 1 
might be a little more uſeful, than a cloſe and conciſe An- 
ſwer wou'd have ſuffered me to be. Þ'll truſt the Candor 
of the World with the YVizdication I have made of my Cha- 
racter from the inany black and heavy Charges Mr. H- 
hath thought fit to advance againit me. I had no need to 
ſay ſo much; but I have his once paid what Mr. H. -z calls 
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